س بارا 


عرفت ”تاریم ميافا رقن وآمد“ لؤلفه ابن الأزرق الفارق لاأ ول رة 
سنة . ۽ ۹م حين كنت أعذ بحا لميا لنيل”درجة العالمية مع لقب 
أستاذ“ فىالتار جح الإسلامى وقد كان موضوع ذلك البحث هو ”النظام 
ال )لى المقارن فى عهد أمبر المؤمنن عر بن اللدطاب “ . فرغبت 


ملتسن إلى العم !! 
n‏ عر صت ال 0 ۴ استاذی ل ڎ Prof. A. J. Arberry‏ 
فباركها » وآيدها فى سرور وغبطة , 


کات هذه الموافقة من الاستاذ المشرف > ومن کار السانذة 
امشتخلين بالدراسات الإسلامية فى جامعتى لندن وكبردج أ كر 
مشجع لى على المضى فى على ودراستى . ) 

وقد مضت بهذا الحهد والعبء العبى - فا أعلل ‏ قدر 


اينمض الرجل صاحب الت ميرالع لى الى بجهد وعبء من الأعباء» 
م کان 1 ره بالغ ف شوج بعثی الدراسية بأطیب المرات . 


وفور عودنی من اليعشة رمت لامر تارم الفارف ٤‏ » سكن 
کن الاب كرا م و لساامد ی و قتا طو لا 4 رنت 


(د) 


ورمت إلى الخطوطة الصغرى (6,310 )0١.‏ بالحرف ب 


فا الاخ سوا أو جهلا - للات أضعاف المساحات الى 
شغاتبا الموامش » لكلى نبت داتما عند المحاجة إلى ذلك , 


أو ضياعه » ولم نعثر على ما يكل ذلك فى المراجع 
ج أنجهت إلى التعريف ا الأخاص والأما کن الى وردت 


(۱( ان المدف الوحيد الذى ألفت لأجله هذه الخطوطة هو 
ارح «يافارقین ٤‏ وکل ما بشصل مہا . وقد حدث المؤلف عن ذلك 


1) See Marsh 333 lol. 79 b, 81 b. 
2) See the English section, pp. 53, Û2, aud AB. 


ك أو أصل الجهد للعمل لتحةيق وسر باق الاب فى المستقبل 
الريب إن شاء الله . وهذا هو النص الحةق أقدهه لالكتية التار ية 


کک تقيم. عله دراساتا 


خاد تلان شرا ف 
ارتو وار 2 م 2 ا 


2 8 ازاز 
ا 
ا ررر ران بب ریقف 


یرلن برقا ال زاو غ باادیگ هھ 2 


١‏ ص 


ك" 


ار 


ر ۳ 
پو ر رن اتو درت ال رالاعا ا 
e 8 )‏ تادان E‏ وا 5 iS‏ 


ا 


9 
0 


E 8 5 2 ٍ 4‏ 
e‏ رد آم رو اوا 5 یا کک 2 5 ) 2 4 : ۰ 


5 2 2 bi 8 ا 0 که‎ 8 i elas, م‎ 
o. و‎ e E. “= 2 ه مرا‎ E es 


ا ۹ 3 a‏ 5 1 ایر 5 E‏ 
8 الاموا طا ۽ 5 د a a‏ 


حر و ا 9ا الو 2 8 2 ا E‏ 


5 ر : 


e‏ از ب ان وھا 9 وار ا ر 


ا 3 و 0 


اإلوحة الأول من الاعلوطة ”| ' وهى ا بدو بالمبة من الأول 
) او سح رق | ( 


وخم انل کشر من الہلدان. کا آنه عرض ا امامة 


ای اتصات به مباشرة » آو اتصلت به عن طریق من باشرها . فذ کر 
اللحلماء العباسيين ووزر اعم وأرباب المناصب الكبرى فى الدولة . 
والدول والإمارات الالحرى الى قامت فى الشام والعراق »وابلحزيرة» 
وأرمينية » وفارس ٠‏ وما جاور ذلك مثل : السلاجقة والأتابكة » 


والمروانيين › والارتقيين . 


م 
ونکام عن العلاقات السلبية والعسدائية ين تلك الدول بعصا 
ببعض » وين تلك الدول واللحلافة الاسلامية » وبين هؤلاء جميعا 
وہیں من چاورهم من الدول الألحرى ثل اروم > والفاطميين › 
والأندلسين » ودول شمال المغرب » وغير ذلك من المعلومات الى تدعو 
لى الإيجاب والإكار بعل المؤلف وغزارة مادته » ) آنبا تدلنا على 
حالة اللاد الاجبًاعية والسياسية وغبرها فى ذلك العهد . 


وقد شار المؤلف فى مواضع كثيرة إلى تارم ” مدينة ميافارقين“ 


فيه الأمور السياسية » واضطربت فيه كذلك المحياة العلمية 
والاجهاعية . 


کا أن قيمة الكاب ترجع كذلك إلى المركر السام الذى شغله 
مۇر نا ف حکو مه البلاد واجتمع الاسلای اذى عاش ىه , 


ان الاين زرف الفارق ‏ ج سیتص حع من تاریم یاه س 
تقل فی کٹبرمن دواوین الیکوم‌ات والدول احثلفة › وانتہی به 


* خاب ميافارقين وآمد “ إذن من الولائق الثاريحية اهامة » وهو 
على ما فيه من الاختصار أحيانا وعدم الامعان فى استعراض بعض 
المسائل مفصلة کل التفصیل مل كرا من الصفات النی اماز ا 
ذلك انوع اللعروف من الكتب العظيمة الى ظهرت فى العصور 
الوسطی . 


من اللساحبن لذن دول ابمل ولا سول الفهم»وذلك لو جود 


ست لظا ست 


ونماز هذه الاطوطة بكبر صفحاتما » ففى كل صفحة الال 
وعشرون سطرا . وهى مكئوبة بمداد أسود على ورق أصفر جيد 
سيك › وبل اسخی وا » ڪه عناوين الحوادث وپدايات عهد 
الحلفاء والسلاطين والملوك بقل ثاث بداد أسود أيضا , 


وإذا كان اللحط الذى كتيت به هذه النسخة حتاف نوع ما 
عن الألحرى إلا أن اللحطبن متقاربان فى الشبه . 

وننهى هذه السبخة بالخحدث عن السعيد حسام ادن صاحب آم 
وميافارقين وولاية أبنه بعد وفاته وأعماله الإصلاحية والعمرالية 


فى البلاد » وانه اقتنی أثر آبيه فى رأاحة الشعب › ورفاهيته وعزته . 


سس مإ — 


أو إهماله . ويتضح هذا من وجود صفحات كثرة معلمة بهوامش 
إضافية مكنوبة أحيانا على جوانب الصحيفة › وأحيانا فى صلب 
اابيحيفة بن السطور . وفى المئن إشارة بعلامة إلى المكاس 
لاسب ممذا , 


ما طريقة الرسم الاملائى الى انبعها الكاتب فى الخطوطتين فقد 
أهمل الممزات با نواعها إهمالا تاما وشاصة النسخة المبكرة» واستعاض 
حرا بالياء فی إواسط الكلہات وحذفها فى أوالنحرهامثال ذلك هؤلا › 


|" تار یع ميافارقىن وآمد“ ھی اول دراسة ٥ن‏ نوعها. اللهم 1( عص 
حاولا ت خفیفةقام عض ال مستشرقین مثل "مد روز تمعد .1 ٥11.‏ 


2 1 8 
لستشہر ق رو٣‏ ہن1. ٥۴:۷‏ مما کان لہ آلر ین فی ارشادی وتو جیہی 
اسه ق .Y . Minors‏ 


مقابلة : 


کت ذلك ساقا › 
قابلت السختن إحداها بالانحری E11‏ 
وقد : Ê‏ ۰ 


طيفور “٠‏ وأ الف رج الإصفهانى › وان حرداذية » والصولى › 


الشخصيةالنى أودعها «شاهداته وجار به فى أسفاره الكهيرة العو بلةء 
وال كانت كذلك 'نيجة الولوع الذى كان يدفع بصاحبنا إلى السؤال 
والرواية من يتوم م العل والمعرفة » من الملوك والأمماء والوزراء 
والعلہاء والأعيان . 


أحيانا قد حوى من الإشارات والحقائق ما لم تحوه المطولات الأنرى 
کان الاثر > وان شداد وای المداء ويرم . وإن مقارنة بين 


محتو بات هذه المطولات وما يقاباها فى ” تاريخ ميافارقين “ تشہد 


يذ كر فيه ابتداء عارة هذه المدينة والبيعة» فاجتمعث بقس كان ممما 


(f)‏ ان الأزرق : الورئة 7 کاب الموصل للششاطى قود ر إصلا منه شی إلا ما مله 
إلا من أخذرا عه » أمال أبن الأزرق الفارق ٠‏ رالدهى : 


(1) ايم الأزرق . ااورتة ٠۲‏ | »ب 
۲ ا الأزرق ٠‏ الررقة ۱١‏ ب۳۷۲ | (۳) أن الأزرق الررقة ۸۴ بء ۸ه أ 


۳ اہن الأزرق الررقه ٠١‏ ب 


(۲) 


او ضعفھا کا ذ کرنا ذلك سابقا , 


وهو بلا ريب له خبرة ومعرفة بهذا الشأن » إذ كان وزرا فى الحلافة 


العباسيه وما مأ 1 


] مر اا إ شم 
ولکن لاحظ ُن بعص هلا ء الذن شاو دن رر حا 1 ل 


. ابن خلکان ونباث الأهیان ۰ ج ۱ص ۰۷۰ وانظر ص ۱۹۸ س ۱۷۱ ١ن هذا اكاب‎ ٠۱۲ 


(۱) ارم خایکان » وا ت الأعيانج ١‏ ص ٠۸١‏ 


ف 8 
5 
کو 


انيب فى الخاب » وقد أوصيت أن بجعل فى التابوت آلف دينار 
فى كيس فاذا وصل إليك التابوث فافتحه فهو العلامة › وأوصى 
ال ی طاهر جد بن عبد ارحم بن ناته صاحب اللحطب › وعرفه 
عا فى التابوت . فلما وصل إلى اللكوفة فال النقيب من هذا »> فالو 


نی على اما ماروا عل ای ناصر 
الدرلة. .. ونصبت الحانيق على ميافارقين مدة ثلاثة أشمر . وجد هزار 
مرد ناب أ ی تغلب» وکان صاحب ایی المیجاء بن دان وکان شی 
جر با شہما »ن الرجال فى حه ظ الإد , , . واشتد الةتال وجاء الشتاء, 


من العميد قوام الدین الى عل اذى وده الاطان دار بکر نة أشن 


الشسمشاطى » والأوراق للصولى › والأغانی للاٴصفهانی » والتار ‏ 
الصافى » والاحبار الطوال للدينورى › والمعارف لابن قتيبة › 
وفبر ذلك من کتب المعاج وا جغرافيا › واللغة والأدب »› وما له 
ارتہاط بحوادٹ التارے 


e‏ إيلدة ف عواصم از الاسلامية 1 کن زاك . ن ار 


أحضر بغلتين إلى القاضفي کال الدن وآحيه ل أطلق سراحهما 


من دوریم بعد وفاة سيف الدين غازى واستدعيا إلى ايدان داخل 
الأوصل . فلا دخلا باب الم دان رحلا ولا رآھما تاك 
قطب ادن دو دود طلاہ ما وترجل ۴ فلقہاه وعز باه عن أيه 


المقار 
م رى ەۇرخنا قاعة › ماردين والأسحد اذى ما وبعض ألما 


ول وجه الإحمالفقدكانت ازيارة مؤرخنا مدينة بغداد أ كبرالاشۓ 


فى حياته العلية وص کزه الإجتاعى فى احرط السلا وما جله لا 


وقد شاهد مۇر نا ناء مامه يدەشقى الزلزله الکری الق حد بث 


اج ټ ل 
"° 
ل : 
ياعم 
4 4 
ؤو 
8 1 
سے 
ف 
زا و : 
اا 
مید 


ی 
بالعر 4 
ړه 
یجب لذ . 

يما | 

ل 

بث ال 

لای : 


من | . 
# + 

| 

£ 

5 

آ 

ص 

9 

3 8 


صا بهم أو مع عم من ٠‏ العلہاء واللحلماء وال والأمراء › 
ولاعيان ف الاقطار والاصار الى رتحل إلا . 


)۱( الا کراد : پاسبون ا ر 7 رد بن صعصعة بن معاو يد س ٩‏ 


حم إ لی ہد بن زهر ن مارت س اد ن عبد ا 


والککان »راماك »رالو ٤‏ والدنماة والروادية ٠‏ والدسنة وامكارية» 
وامیده الور ية والمروانية ٠‏ والملالية ٠‏ والشابكة » واب مو بی .وأحباء 


۴ میا فارقین ( بفتح اول ونشدید انيه ثم فاء > وعد الالف راء وقاف 
مكسورة و اء ولون ) : أشېر قاعدة ديار بكر . 

وقد دک ان ا “زرف الفاری فى اطوط !| ورقة اب ٣إ‏ ب اتداء 
عمارة هذه المدينة و بروجها وأبواما وأسوارها والبيع الىاحتوت عليها »وتار ها 
فيل اوسلام . وکف استول اما الرس وااروم ْ م کف دخلتثت أخرا 
حت ساطان مسين .ودک أن هذه المع لومات فد اسشقاها 4ن کاب انشع 
اذى کان فى عة المكة يميا فارۆبن > والذى ترجمه مؤر نا من السر يالبة 
إلى العر بية بواسطة ” قس “ لم يذكر لنا امه كان مقا بتلك الببعة . 

وقد ذ کر اقوت الذی توف بعد ابن الأزرق الفارق وال نصف قرس 
( سنة 1۳۹ ھ) فی کابه ( مع البلدان ج ۽ ص ۷۰۴ - ۷۰۸ ) با بطا بق 
ما ذكره ان الأزرق فى الخطوطة المذ كورة . 


ا : 99 4 € 1 ‌ بعد 
وکاک ذ کر قصة هده المدينة صا حب عطوطة : ارش الذى و 


8 باد“ ( بالدالالمهملة ) : هذا ورد بالاصل ‏ و ا , 
“il,‏ هو من الأ كراد الخجيدية » وکان ابتداء أصره آنه ن زو 
ص ۲٥‏ هه 


۲٦‏ وقدحد ی بعص 
قال ا ا أن ” اذا “ کته ا تام را وامه ” ا 
بس بعد 
اذا جد اق سین ن دوستك هو أو ”باذ 7 وسك کر الولف 
رالا 8 


اس جال التغلى الأمر صاحب حاب وان صاحما . آوف فی شر رمضان 
س TAY‏ ( النعجوم ازاھرة ج ۽ ل “۱ ٠‏ ان الأثر وعد امان 6 


() 


۳ ز بادة يقتضما السياق . 
جاء فى ”مارش“ ورقة ۷۹ب : ”ولا ملك (آی باد) آم 


~~ ga س‎ 


عظم عليه ذلك الفتح' ونفذ إلیه قائدا می آبا رب »› وکن 


صد شا لاد 4 فلا قار به راسله وأشار عا ا یدخل 02 >= 


وسالمه . وأزل إلى الموصل'“ فط فى تل فافان" ونفذ إلى 
ایی القاس ( سعد بن عد الحاجب )' وکان والی الموصل فاعلمه ۽ 
فراسل بادا رصاحه على أن کون بلد طور عبدین“ وما پلا ٠ن‏ 


طور ءپدين ( بفتح العين وسكون الباء ثم دال مكسورة وباء مثناه 
من تحت ونون ) : : بليدة من عمال نصیبان ف بطن ابال المشرف علا المتصل 


بى الأصل : ” مانية وعشرين “ . 
۳ هو الساطان وروز أبو نصر اء الدولة بن عضد الدولة» وقيل : امه 


۳ ما آبتناه بن القوسين ليستقج المعى » و يلظم الساق » وقد جاء ذ کره 
فی الأصل مضبطر با هكذا :”وصعد اء الدولة رالاس أبو نصر إلى ‌الموصل“. 


الذی یعرف بقہاب ای الفوارس › وب بعسده قوم إلى جانبه ء 


واتص لت العارة قبابا جماعة , 


من البو رین وفیرهم . .أن ماذ که مؤ لف مارش “ اللسبة إلى اللخطوطةب بح 
لأا ل ټک حقا قصة ”” باد “ بل ولا حرفا واحدا عنه» وذاك معناه دل فلب 
الظن أن مؤافف ”مارش“ لم بعلم عن الاسخة | شيئا ولم نكن قد وصلت اليه . 


كس الممزة والسين وكسر العين وسكون الراء المهملات 


اعرد ) 
( , و قال ا ”سعرت “ على جيل بالقرب من شط دجلة وهی عن 


ميا فا رقىن عل مساره يوم و لصفا , ) قوم البلدان ص ۲۸۸ ) : 


e‏ ۵" سب 


لکل (*ن ( 1 أو لاده جماءة , وكان لمروان طاحونة لسغلها . وکانوا 
رؤساء کر ماص ومة دما › فلہا حرج ۱ باد إلى الرامية وملك البلاد 


عه نو انحته وکا نوا لا رحول معه فی مصافاته وقتاله 


قیل : فلہا اشتد القنال یوم قشل باد وانمزەت الا کاد > صاح 


الما ¢ وکا سپا زوج خاله بأد ُ وکالتٽت د ليه ٤‏ فاجتمع ما وقال 


فى الأصل : ”مواضعا“ . 


( جاء ف الجوم الراهرة ج ۽ ص ۳ء | : وما (آی سن ۳۷۳ ( بعد 
مدة رة وردا لبر لى صمصام الدولة موت غمه مۇيدالدولة أیى منص ور بن کن 
الدولة بجرجان بفلس صمصام الدولة أيضا لاتعز ية» وجاءه اللليفة الطائع مرة ثانية 
معز ا فى مه مو بد الدولة المد كور“ . 


۳ ى الأصل : 2 ار رب 2 الراء والہاء وه #رفة عن از زرب 


فيل TEE‏ ای و السبت ا عشر شعبان سنه احدی وتمان 


ان راهم المتقی ن جعفر المقتدر من عند المهذب بن عمران › 
وکن شرب ۰ ن ا فاه راد فاه . وکن راد با اء الدولة أن 


فى الأصل : ” قيل وسنة “ وهو تحريف . 


فی الأصل : هذا ” عى“ وف ان الأثيرج ٩‏ ص ٦ه‏ : ” دمنة 
وقیل می ““ وف النجوم الزاهرة ج ۽ ص ۱ ۰ ۷ + ”مى“ . آوفیٽت یی 
آم القأدر سنة ۹ هھ ., 


استطیلون"" على ایند وأصعاب الأمیر ادلالا علہم . وکانت سوق 


جعت المراجع اتی سن آیدتا أن کته ابو إعاق؛ وا مه : ابراه بن 
هلال بن راهم بن زهروں ن حہوں الحرای الصابیء . ( أنظر ابن خلکان ج ۱ 
ص ۳4 ۰ وان الا رج ۾ ص ٠ ۷١‏ والنجوم الزاهرةج ٤‏ ص ۱۹۷ ۰ وان 
کٹرج ۱۲ ص۳٣۳‏ » وعقد امان حوادث سنة ۳۸4) . 


(بالضہ ثم السكون ` 2 لول مكسورة ۰ و اء مثناة من حت سا که وراء وألحه اء 
النسبة) : مقار ق بداد اجا بب الغرنی ُ دفن فما ماع کڈ رة من الصا ين“ . 
. س حعفر الصاأدق والك 


سنة ۹٠س‏ : “ يوم الثلا0اء الثامن والعشرين من 
: 4 و2 إا ٠‏ ۾ 

فی ابن خلکان ج ہ ص ١‏ .وف النجوم الزاهرةج ۽ ص ۱۷١‏ : ”الذين ذ ر 

٠ . . | ۾ ® م‎ ۳ a . ۰ 


6 


عن ثلاث وأر بعین نة“ . وف المنتظم فى حوأدث هذه ااسنة أله توفى 


a 
اللفاف ( بالكسر) : مع الف الى بابس فى الرجل‎ © 


[ فى الأصل آلا“‎ )e( 


) نقد لغلامه امن : اعطاه أباأه قدأ معجلا . نا ا 
ارح بن د بن ا" ماعيل بن ناته الحطيب الفار 7 
٣۵ N ٠‏ ھ وماٹ ميافارقین سنة ۷٤‏ ھ . ( و 
الطب . ولد عیافا رقن سد 0 وا 
زاهرة ج ۽ ص ٠٤١‏ ) . ) 
ا | : ان ج ۲ ص۸۷۹). 
إلرها: مدينة با لمزيرة ين الموصل والشام (معجمالبلدان ج 


فارتاعت لذلك وعادت إلى الخ وهى ضيقة الصدرمفكرة. فقالت 


ذلك 6 ولا بقح هذا ف اسك وات غدا ذا وصلت وملکت 
لیلاد »> وحصل مثل هل ا الم ( اذى لا زظر له تحت ح؟ك 


فقال له ٠‏ اسا | الشيح ل عار با کرام الأمبر لك › فان هلا خر 
مك ومر ٤‏ وما فص دہ إلا الريقاع 3 ۵ وما جاء اليج | إا للك ُ 
وقد رایت ما صح بأھل يفار ۆن" ُ لغذوا حذرد مد نصحت , 


فقال عبد الر : نحن عبد الأمبر وتخت طاعته »و ح4۹ فینا فز 


فقال ٠‏ إذا دخل فی الباب ا اشغله 4 بالنشار ‏ عليه ۰ ا 


اوهو ل رشرچ ساب ا اهاد فوا ف الد ركا واوا وله 


وقيل : وفى هذه السنة فى الثلااء ثالث ذى اة فقتل قاضى 


ندم نة أن بصع لاناس طعاما و مستدعی‌آهل البلد»فاذن له عبد الر 


س اک — 
من لجاب سعول جال ۱ مرا کی اذه هر صعا باخوا 
٣ر‏ م . إحواهر ٠‏ 


وحصل 1 میں التجمل والا‌وال ما لا صف . وکان فی اول 


قيل : وف سنة لسعين وللهانة حرج اسيل ملك الروم إلى نواحی 
آمد وميافارقين » واجتمع إممهد الدولة أى منصور › وتحالفا 


ا 


تأرو ته أف بغداد ¢ ودفن ف داره اسوق کی ف لابب الشرف 


انيل ( بكسر أوله) : بليدة فى سواد الكوفة قرب حل بى هنيد › 
حترقها خلیج کبیر من الفرات الكبير » حفره اجاج بن بوسف وسماء لیل مصر 
( معجم البلدان ج ۽ ص ۸٩۱‏ ) . وی این خلکان ج ۱ ص ٤۲۸‏ : ” والنیل : 
لدة على الفرات بين بغداد والكوفة » والأصل فيه مر حفره اجاج بن يوسف 
فى هذا المكان » وعرجه من القرات و“ماه ايل مصر ٠‏ 


ي معجم اہلدان ج ۲ ص ۷۸۳ : ”رصافة غداد با انب الشرق ٤‏ لا 


فی ال مانب الشری ۰ وأن ہی لہ فیھ دورا وجملھا معسکرا لہ فالتحق ہا الناس 
وعمروها . 


١‏ اب اتن : عله كييرة كانت ببغداد مل المندق . ( معجم البلدان 


وسد بعد ذلك باب الربض وباب باقوسی وبق هذا الباب وحده , 


)1( فى النجوم الزاهرة ج ۽ ص ۲٠١‏ وابن خلکان ج ۲ ص ٠‏ والکامل 
لان الأثیرج ٩‏ ص ۱۲۷ آنه تو ببغداد » وقد انفرد ابن الأثير بأن وفاته 
كانت سنة ثلاث ولسعان وللمانة ء 


۳ فی الأصل : وف سنة يام المهد ” وكلة “ نة مقحمة من الناخ , 


وكان قد رتبه على الشرطة. وكان المهد كثير البغض لابن فليوس » 


( وال ی ,ع2 kh‏ | 
1 برا ٤‏ 
ا شيا كيرا »> وحصالوا كذلك آاما فى طيب ) 


الكلاجوا“' الواحد حتى أشربه أنا ونت بحيانى عليك » فقال : 


اس والطا عة » فشرباه . وانشقل الامبر إ ا اس م ٣‏ 


فال م 


رأیت الشمس كان وقعت فی جری »۰ فوٹب ای أبو نصر فا خذها 
من چری ونادیی علا ولاشك اله علك الك ما ى طاقة أن ا بصره. 


»> ان لقینی قتلته . فقيل له : وله هذاء وماذنبه ؟ فقال : 


قيل : وكان تلك السنة سنة غلاء وط »› وساوى الحرب ' 


طم عنده وحدث معه ومع أععاره بکلام لبن ٬‏ ف جیوه إلى شیء 


من کلامه » هم إنہما حرجا إلى الصيد فانفرد خواجه أبو القاسم فرأى 


. والذى 

فه ۳۲ | 
ر 
| تناه ۳ با و 
11 وھ 
د2 ل ا 
1 و حاف 
e‏ ب ”و 
د ““ورقة ۸ 
ی ۶ مارش 
ف 


عن بد واحدة . فقتل حجاعة وح جماعة » فرج د شروه وسکن 
الناس » فقالوا : ( تسل إلينا ان فيلوس فانه رأس الفساد » وهو 
حملك على ما فعلت ) فلم يسامه الهم فقاتلوه . قدخل شروه الى 
القصر وفتح اللحزائن وفرقها على ابحند » وقاتل الناس فقتل مهم 
مناه عظيمة فامېزم شروت وأصڪابه ۽ ججاعته ورکب شروه السور 


چد بن عبید '' ن احور » وکان ذا مال ولسار» والناس رقدمو له" 


هذه الكلة غير واخة بالأصل . وما ألبتناه عن ب و ” مارش “ , 


أبو الحسين”“ ابن اللبان الفرضى ببغداد رهه الله . 


السكة (بالكسر) : حديدة منقوشة بضرب عليها الدراه . والسكة أيضا . 
دار ارد . 


كتب أولا فى لسخة الأصل : ” المسن “ ثم أصلح إلى ” اللسين “ 
وه وکزلك فی شذرات ١ E‏ ا ازاھرۃة ج ٤‏ ص ۲۳۱ 


— شض ٠إ‏ سسس 


قيل + وفى السبت ثالث عشرين ذى‌الةعدة سنة ثلاث وأربعانة 
ل وی اس 


ماث لای ابو کر الباقلای بہغداد ( وکٽب 1 وره : 


راسان : لاد واسعة ؛ أول حدودها ما پل اعراق 0 
| معج بلدا ۹ + وتقوم ال 
حدودها ما بى امند ( راجع مم ااہلدان ج ۲ ص 
ص ٤٤۹‏ 


-— < سے 


وملك ساطان الدولة او جاع العراق"''والأهواز وبلد فار س 


الحرام وسقوط حائط فيه" الى صلى الله عابه وسال ووقع البيعة 


كذا بالأصل ؛ وهو غير مسقم المعنى ؛ وأظن أن هناك ك4 أو عبارة 
سقطت من‌الناخ أسيانا مدل ” مدير “ أو ”كان يجاس “ ؛ وا لمعنى: حائط فيه 
( کان علس ) انى وكلة ” صلع “ اختصار ” صل الله ليه وسلم “ . 


فيل : وان الأهير نصرالدولة أراد أن يعمر له قصرا ليسكنه › 
فعزم عل تجدید القصر العتیق الذی کان ہبی دان » فأشار اليه 
حماءة أن يعمر القلعة الى كانت على رأس التل يكون قصره فيا › 


۲ بات الاس : حل کیرة کات ببغداد علالندق بازاء قطيعة أمجعفر. 


( معجم البلدان ج ۱ ص ٠ ) ٤٤۳‏ 
۳ رذرت قراءته فى أسخة الأصل . ولم نجده فيا بين أيدينا من المراجع . 


کا بالأصل . 


فى الأصل + الاسرافي “ وهو خطأ » وى عقد إمان : وأسبته إلى 
” اسفران“ بكسر الممزة وسكون ألسين المهملة وفتحالغاء والراء الهملة وکر 


الہاء وبعدها نون . وهی بادة سخراسان وای لسا بور وی مجم ياقوت ج 


إلى حنازته ولابوته . وعاد ساطان الدولة إلى عند اأرتفى وأقامه من 
العزاء“ من داره ف المشبد ٤‏ وردة إًٰ داره بالکرخ“ . 


ای د اسن بن د" بن احور »> وكات الأوقاف بيده وحت 


فيل : وف سبله ست وأربعابة لوی الاسباد بو بكر بن فورك”“ . 


eg i E EF 


فی ب ورقة ۳4 ب » و مارش “ ورقة ۸٩‏ ب: ابو غد الحسن بن 
د بن عبید بن احور “ ( وأنظر ورفه ۲٦‏ |( : 


. لم قف له عل ترجمة ف المراجع اتی بين أيدينا‎ ١ 
. )٠٠١ تقدم آن هذین البیتین کتبا عل قیر ای بکر باقلانی [انظر ص‎ 
المعروف أن الحا د بأ الله أو على المنصور صاحب مصر فقد ول‎ 
۰` ۲۲۱ ص‎ ٩۹ بعرف خره سذة إحدى عشرة وأر اة . راجع ابن الا شرج‎ 
وان خلکان ج ۽ ص ۳۷۹ والنجوم الزاهرة ج ٤ص۲۲٠۲ . وشذرات الذهب؛‎ 
4١١ وعقد امان » واليداية والمابه والمنعظم »وتارج الإسلام فی حوأدث سنه‎ 
. وقل ؛ د ہو هاش “ عن النجوم الزاهرة‎ 


وعقد اجان ٤‏ والبدایه والنابة والمتتغا “وتار السلا ۳ حوادث سنه ۱ ا 


ى المراجع السابقة أنه فقد ليله" الاتتسن لللاث بقن من شوال سنة 
إحدى عشرة وأر بعائة وفى النجوم الزاهرة:” وولى اللحلافة بعد قتل أبيه الحا 
ف شوال من سنة إحدى رة وأر ائه . وفم) : وتال صاحب م اة الزمان ; 


ار أ معمو ل من فردة يليس ففتح اأرقعة فاا فیا شمه 


ولعنه ۾ اہك ۵ فاز داد حا وەی لك الليلة ودخل إلى ی داره 6 دش 


ى يدها رقعة كألها ظلامة » فنقدم الاك وأخذها من يدها ,.. “ إلى أن قال : 
واستدعى القواد وااعرفاء ” وهم بالمسير إلى مصر وضر ما بالنار ونهما “ . 
ونی كاب البداية والنباية لوین کثير ج ٠۲‏ ص ۾ ”حى أن أهل مصر عماوا 


+ 


مورا اما موقد مخضا وأزارها » وفى بدها قصة من مقت والاعن والخالفة 


فلك اللبلةء فلا كانت تلك الليلة قال لأمه: الليلة (...)“الوقت. 


ف 1 جوم اازاهرة ”راحضرت الور رال لقب طبر الملكوعرفته الالء 
واستکتمته الس وحلفته عل الطاعة وااوفاء “ وخطر املك هو ريس الرؤساء 
أ ہو الین عمار ن مد ٭ کان بتولی دہواں الاشاء ایام الحا ک ٤‏ ویتولی بیع 
الطاهر لاءزاز دين الله . راجع الاشارة إلى من نال الوزارة . 


هلا الولد ُ >F‏ جوز بيعها . وضاف صدر مرەن ذلك ¢ 


وفيل : وف سنة ربع سمه وأريعانة ى صر الدولة (البمارستان ٠‏ 
هن la‏ وشېد رد ( بحام ¢ ولول مار له أو السعيد الكسر الکاتب 


وحلف 3 الأمبر عي ما حاف یی ف 6 ا ا 0 
فى أول سنة حمس عشرة وأر بعانة 


ران ( بآشديد الراء وآلحره نون ) : مدينة عظيمة مشمورة من جزيرة 
آقور ؛ وهى قصبة ديار مضر ؛ بينها و بين الرها يوم ؛ و بين الرقة يومان ؛ 


— j] 


فيل : ورتب نصر الدولة حال آمد وصار إلى ميافارقين › وتف 


١‏ کذا فى الأصل : وقد تقدم أن الوزرخواجا أبا القاس قد مهد 
لنصر الدولة بن موان دخول آمد سنة "هس عشرة وأر بمائة ؛ فإذا لا تكون 
وفاته منقدمة على هذا التاريج .وف سخة ب ص ۳+ ب مابفید أن وفاته کات 
سنة "مس عشرة وأربمائة ؛ وعہا رتا ”وعند عودة - أىنصر الدولة إلى ميا فارقين 
مات خواجة أبو القاس الوزر فی شعبان من السنة وقیلی‌رمضان“ . وفی خاب 
عآة الزمان لبط بن ابموزى فى حوادث سنة مان عشرة وأربعائة ومات 
وزير نصر الدولة بو القامم خواجا صاحب أرزن سنة ست عشرة وأر بعائة 
فی رمضان . 


إلى الأن بآمد وميافارقين (معروفة ب)“ كتب المنازى بالموضعين . 


۾ وعقشكدك لمأن » 
والبسداية والنباية › وان الأثير » والنجوم الراهرة : أن #ود بن سبكتين توف 
سنة ١٣4ھ‏ , 


د ابت ف سنة ثلاث عشرة وأر بعانه . وأورده ان کثیر فی اابدايه والمپا ية 
ى ستتى ثلاث عشرة وأر ا > وسنة ثلاث وعشرين وار بعائة . وفى وفيات 
الأیانج ۳ ص ۲۹ : ”وتو ابن اواب یوم امیس انی بمادی الأول 
سنة ثلاث وعشربن » وقيل : ثلاث عشرة وأر بعائة ببغداد » ودفن جوار 


19( ا ا لذج | ١‏ س ١إ‏ ا ٤‏ ا وسکول إاء 


ن حوادٹ سن 1 أن هذا الوزير ونی . سنة ماني عشرة ا 


اذا وصلت فلا رك ساءة ولسر ەن وفيا : 


وب النصرية وأحسن عارتها » وب با قصرا مليحا على جانب 
الشط » وعمل فيا الأسواق وال مامات والدور » وى لكل (من) , 
ی مه وأولاده ٠‏ »> وټد رها جمادة من 8 و دولا ا ۳ 


وف أ مارش “ص ۸۷ ب : ول 4 0 با من اروم ا الآن ا 


— ۇ ~~ 


وھی زه للواضح و اسنا وکان الأمبر زمان ربح رج ۱ 


هو وآولاده وجواریه" ولساؤه أجمع وأعحابه وينو تمه إل ‌النصرية› 


)¥( هو عل نچ دن هیر الاوز ر أ بو النصر لفر الدولة وکانوز برا أنصر الدوله 
المروانى . المتوف سنة ۸۳ والذى فى لسخة ب ص |٤٥١‏ : ” وکال بى له 
هناك لوز بر ا مغر لى الدار والمام والمسجد“ , 


ووقف نصر الدولة (علىابحسر الحسنية واحميدية وتل بنان وقطينيتا 
وبابوزين والابراهيمية و برسدى)''' وغرمعليه نصر الدولة مالاعظما, 
فر عل النصرية من الأموال ما لايعد ولامحصر . واسثقر نصر الدولة 
فى الملك وملك مالا يلك أحد" مثله» وتم“ الا الا انم احد '"“ غره) 


وحمل له الحہل الیاقوت الا حر الذی کان عند نی م‌وان» وكان 
وزنه سبع مثاقل" وحمل له صحفا حط عل بن ایی طالب 
صلوات الله عليه . وقال : فد حملت لك الدنيا والالحرة »› فأثر له 


ى جاب األفاظط الفارسية المعربه ص۲۸ :+ ” انكام تعر ب 
کان “ . قال فى البرهان القاطع : نكان بالكاف الفارسية على وزن سندان 
رطاق عمو ما عل القدح ٠‏ » والطاس وخصوصا عل طاس من انحاس متعارف 
ان فلاحی | ند قا مون ره الماء .وذاكاً ن عاب انکروم‌والزروع والپسا ن 
جتمعول ی راس الق م فیلقول الطاس فى الماء فأخذ متلء ماء من نقیب ف فعره 
| ًن مء ا ما شس فى الماء . وان هذا اأص 2 ف مدة | كار 
أو أنقص من ساعة کا هو مقرر وحدود عندهم »> فكل من جاءت نو دته ری 
اء فى أثناء ذلك إلى ستانه أو حقله » فتكون حصة ۳ ملء طاس» 
وسوصة غرم ملء طا سن ولاه وذلكف ل قدر ال مسقا “ 

وقد قسموا وقڙموا حساب زمال اليل والنہار وهو عبار عن ٣‏ ساعة 
أ مء عش ة آ لاف طاس oo‏ 


س ۱۸ ~~ 


,کان ژرف الدولة قرواش یری فی حق ابن جهیر »> فتوصہل 


ولحروجچه بغداد دلي يةه الةاتم بأ اللهوەلك بغداد , وج القام 


”وملك خداد ودام ہا حتى ظفره الساطان طورلبك السالجوق وشلهء 
شر قله . وأعاد اللليفة القائم بعس الله من حدية عالة الى بغداد وأعيدت 
المحطبة امه وکان قتله فی آنحرسنة ٥١‏ د“ . (ابن خلکان ج ۱ ص ۱۷۲) . 

والبساسيرى : أسبة الى بلدة بقارس يقال ها ” سا “ و بالعربية ” فسا“ 
واانسبة الما با معر بى فسوى ضا وأهلفارس يقولون فى النسبة اليا البساسيرى » 
وهى أسبة شاذة مل خلاف الأصل . 


۱( زز أده عن ب ورقة ١ه‏ | . 

7 هو المرز بان ن ساطان الدولة سن اء الدول الو . ولد بالبصرة 
فی سنة شوال سنة ۳۹۹ھ ومات لله اليس مناصف مادی لرل س ITT‏ 
ولا مات کان ولده أو نصر ببغداد فى دار الللك نيابة عن أيه فلقبه اللليفة 
اقام بأعس أله ” الماك ارج 2 وخلح عليه خلع الساطنة . ( الخجوم الزاهرة ج ه 
ص ٤‏ ) . 

القصو یب عن ابن ریرج ٩‏ ص ۰۱ ۳۲١‏ وان خلکان ( ترجه 
طغرلہك)واانجوم الزاهرةءواابداية والنبابة فى حوادث سنة ٥ه‏ . وف ‌الأصل : 
” طغر لبيك بن جد بن داود بن بیکائیل . . . “ وطغر لبك هدا قدم بنداد 
سنة ٤۷‏ . وخلع عليه اللليفة القام ار الله اعباس وخاطبه ملك الشرق 
والفرب . وهو أول ملوك الساجوقية »> وهو الذى مهد ف الدولة سد أن کان 
اضحل » وزالت دعوتېم من العراق »> وخطب لبى عبد خلفاء مصر 
ا استولی ابو المادث الپسا سر ی ع بژداد . توف باری ف د ا 


شذرات الذهب العبارة فققال : ل رلك بض الطاء الميمل وسکون 
الغبن|الأعجمة ودم الراء وسکوناللام وفتج | اء و بعد ها کف“ وضرطه صا حب 
الاجوم الرأهرة کر ال . ( عن ابن لكان ج ۽ ص 4--۱٥١‏ ۰ والنجوم 
ازاهرة ج د ص ۷۳ » وشدرات الذهب حوادث سنة ٥٥‏ ) . 


آ ا2ا 
8 3 س 
6 ۴ استو ا ره ولق . ل ل ار ب 
: اذى س 
لے ىمك ۵ 2ھ . 


ا 
نجوم ازاھ رة ج ٥ہ‏ ص لنم 
م جه ص ٩ ٩‏ 4 وا تظم واابداية وام ية حوا 

h = ره‎ [ 

د واد $0٠‏ ( . 


(ھ) * ۹ ۳ 
ف | ت 4 و9 س * | 
1 فماعس ان ر | 1 


زراء “۰ واد فی شعبان 


فله وقتل 
انیا فکسره وأسره وق 
اراھے تال اا ف 
¢ فاه لامر را 2 ر 


کا لا د حت طاعة امان 


وسار ٥ن‏ و فعته إ۵ العراق 4 ول الساسہرى و رمه وأسره 6 وملك 
بغداد وەی بلفسه إلى الد ىثة» واستيحضر لقاع وعاد به إلى بغداد» 
وأعاده أ الدار ووطد 1 الدولة وفثل الدساسير ى , ونث عاد السدة 


واهدايا ما قدره ماتا ألف دنار . وحصل لاصر الدولة ( ذلك 


4 e 


١‏ الملة : واحدة الرمل مدينة عظيمة بفلسطين .. ينها و بين بيت 
المقدس ماني ةعشر ملا . ( مەج ادان ج ۲ ص ۸۱۷) . 
9( راجم حا شہة | ص ۲۹ ١‏ 


قل : وولى القضاء بعده إٍيافارقین القاذی أبو ٠نصور‏ س“ 


شاذان الطوسى > ركان فقا عا » وأضيف إليه القضاء والنظر 


س ۷| س 


جميعه منم » واتةق أن وقت الظهر وصل قوم فطابوا خاه) فباعيم 
»ن وهه اللحام جمیعه وقرض ننه »فرح فيه مه مان دنار أرما وسية 
ولل يكن وفى نه » لأععابه فم الأمير نصر الدولة فاد تحضره 
مى ومعه امال » فسأله عن ذلك فقال : هو ععرح »› وقدم 
امال بن يديه » فةال الأءبر : والله ١ا‏ أحضراك لأخذ ولكى 
أردت ( أن ) أعل عة الحديث » وأن فى بلدى ٠ن‏ كسب ف يوم 
واحد لحمسمانة دار . فاف ان الات لا تدخل إلى ٠‏ اله » وحلف 


اله بر أله 5 ا ل ما شا 1 فانةقی أن ٤‏ العرض فردة ٠ن‏ ناجه 


۱۲( 5 او جك ف اسک الاسلامة دنار ما الا واا هو دینار یزنطی 
سب |ال‌الامبراطور روما Roe‏ دا باطرة الدولة اأبزنطية منسادالة 


۳ کنا فی الأصل »۰ والذی فی ” مارس“ ورقة ۸۸ب وب ورف |٠٩‏ : 
2ر | للہا رة e‏ 


“ کزا فی الأصل » ونی ” مارش “و ”تق نوح‎ )٤( 


السناسنة ور ما سال إليه اليلد » فكيس بيه ( فو جد ) فيه 
سا ا ٣‏ ک شرا فام ذلك فصو در » فلغت ۰ صادرته ار يعار 
الف دنار 4 EE‏ وره رحد ذلك مانون آلف دار من أ عة 


واش غر اللاك ولاس علي الاەر ف دوه ری عله ۴ جر ی “ 


۱۹۹ س 


وأحسن أرته وغرم عله مالا عظما › ولم پر ر أحسن من نيت 


٣‏ هو آبو عل المحسن بن هایء ن‌عبدالڈول نالصباح المعروف )ا ی نواس 
لشاعر المشمور . ولد الأهواز ونقل منها وعمره اتال وام أهوازية پا 


وم ل نمل مائة وست سنن ٠‏ فان يالا کاٹ أحسن ٥ن‏ ا اما 


سس ۷| س 


م قال له : أيه الأمير نرج لى دونك بعدك وبع ٠ة‏ رجل قا 
ا سحسلت اله وأ کمثه وأحبيته وقدد نه فيا حل الاك مهم * و وھ 


۳ فی الأصل ”فی جاه“ . 
ان موسی بن د الموسوی من ولد اع مسين بن على بن ا سين بن عل بن ای 


لآلرة سنة . .. وللاثين وأر بعائة 


س ۷۹ س 


قيل : وف سنة مسين “ وأر بعانة مات القاضى أبو الطيب جد 
الفقيه الطرى بخداد و مره مار سه وسنتال . 


ج ١‏ ص ٠‏ والأءلاق اللطيرة ورقة ۸4 . وااسدل ( ا 
وألدال اأ و(“ لام مش دده مكسورة أيضا ( فرك ف القع مباية ل اث 
دعا 6 وهی ازيل 3 مداه اث قواتم . 

ز ادة عن ب ورقة ۸ه » ” مارش “ ورقذ ۸٩‏ | . 

۳ ز اد عن ب ورقة ۸ه † » و ” مارش “ ورقة ۸۹| . 

Af °‏ در واا CE‏ ورفة ۸ه ۲ ٤و‏ ”مارش“ 

ف الاصل : "سعد" . وااتصو یت عن ب 

۸۹ » وأزظر حاشة ۱ ص ٠١۹‏ 


عمه ' الرنيس عل بن منصور بن كك » وكان اسما هند 


س اړ) - 
حمسة “ آلاف فارس مع جيش كثير» فوصل إلى البلاد وقعد 
ظاهر يافارقين"' سنة حمس ولمسين وأربعانة» وثزل على بابها وأخذ 
الغارة » نغرج إلبه الوزیر ابن جهیر وتحدث معه وفال: لا پکون قلع 
هذا البيت "على يديك وخوفه»وقرر له اموالا واقطاعا کثراء فرضی 
بذلك , وحمل نظام الدين لذلك الأمير مسين ألف دينار › وعادوا 


وبق الأمير سعيد بناحية "“ مع أخيه فى أحسن كرامة : 


ی لامر نظام ادن استدعی مه الوز ران جهر لبز ر( له فده 
ظام الدين ونفد معه البرك والتجمل والتحف واذدايا" والالطاف » 


فقال ھی : غد رم ! قالوا : نج ! فقال : لا إلاه إلا الله أخل 
اعد اءہ باعدانه › فلہا قېض عايه حرج العسکر »› ولېب #يمه وهن 


1 


وردث ھکذا فی الأصل ؛ ” ببتوت 


هكا فى الأصل : وهی فى ب ورقة ٠۳‏ ب : ” حومه “ 


أى إلى زمن المؤلف › وهو القرن السادس المهجرى . 


الأزج ( بالحريك ) : ابیت ى طولا , 


نم 


۲( ۲ الأصل ,“الب أرسلان س مد دأود “ وهو خطاً . أنظر الجوم 


مناز جرد ( بعد الألف ا2 جم مكسورة وراء ساكىة » ودال . 
و يقال ا منا ر کرد وملاز جرد ) ۽ لک مشمور ان لاط و لاد الروم A‏ 
ف رمه ٠‏ وی وو بل ٥ں‏ آرزن رها :و مان أو لبه 6 و لممحا ژ بن د لیس 


السلطان»فأحله فأحطم له من الأموال رالتحف اليس بقليل › 


الأمبرء وحصبل ذلك صله ف ف وصرع 6 ہے ان الساطان خلع 
عه وأ که وأحاده > فقال حواجا اف صمت لأهلك انی أعي دك 


۸4 س 


قيل : تم أن السلطان مع أن ملك الروم عادءفنزل “إلى الموصل 


زی ملك روم فاه عن الیلاد وحاطا» وقال:اخرلی اعا أطيب : 


مس + Q¶‏ \ سسس 


فارس ۰ والساطان ف لفر لسیر؛ فطق الوقت لقتال »,کان يوم أجمعة 
ای وقفت ۴ عل الاطان أن الاطيب 2ی انبر » وحان وفتٹ زوه 


لى آمل lel,‏ ولق م ل م ندم لاەر دل سل آم لبه » 


1( ز باد عن ب ورقة ا ۽ اة الزمان فى حوادث ٤‏ 
۷ وهنا قف القصة فى أسخة ” إ “ ولکن راو به ب ورقة “٠‏ ب واه 
ار مانحوادٹ ٤٤‏ مضی فتفول:” فنفذها إلى آخیه »وقال لہ ]لی اشتریت = 


— ٢ 


قيل : وكان قد أسر الساطان ملك الروم وأطلقه » وكانت الواقعة 


= هده وقدنقدع) اكلا رابت من حسما و ايا ا وات الال ميرسعيا 


کا فى ال“ صل , وقد ورد ف ابن الاثرج ٠١‏ س ع * 1۸ ھکڌا 
”اسر ُ وأقسیس e‏ وف النجوم الراهرج هھ صس ۸۷ 2 السز e‏ وهس آة الزمان 
حار ۸ ”اسر“ بالراء المهملة . 


یو ابنالا یر والنجوم الزاهرة 7 امان وع امان :أن استيلاء 


۳ ف اأصل :”قرواش“ وأظنه ميد عنالصحة ٤‏ لأن قروا شاهذا كان .لقب 
” معثهد الدولة “ لا ” شرف الدولة “ وتوف سنة ٤٤۳‏ د . أما سام بن 
قرهش أمير الموصل وابلز برة فهو الذى كان بلقب ”شرف الدولة“ وول البلاد 
فى اة ١ه ٠‏ وتوف سنة ٤۷۷‏ ه ( أنظرحاثية ١‏ ص )۱١۹‏ . 


2 واشت اونا لله اماس ااا لك عر من د 5 
روابه آلحری بذ کر فما أنوفاة اقام کات ف سنه 
امرون ۰ 


یتم على مطاولات ان قبه وه 6 وقضسوه إله مہم ولا جار يه “ وقد آ ثرا 
وصح روأبه ھاب ھ إن الرمان ف الأصل لوط وديا ويور معنا ها ۰ 


ان ف اة القام وراه ومأاث الأخرة 1 حياة آبيه القام »و ماه 


خط ریس ارؤساء وعقد المقد مل ارسلان ځانون وا "مها خد مجه أنه داود 


اخى الداطان طغرلبك “ . 


(۱() ا 4 دا ۵ د د 
هاروايه تطا ی ما حاء ف م و 9 ل 1 
٠ 1 8 ٩ i‏ الزاهر a‏ 
ار ا ٩‏ 


Ql 3 (FP 
“| . فی اناصل‎ 


() ۰ 0 ۰ 
فی الاصل : خلقا کارا “ . 


۳7 فى الأصل : المشطب بن جد ن أسامة ڼ ر دد بن ال پان الفرغانی 
ابوالمظفر من بلاد ماوراء المر .کات ولادته سنه ۽ )4 . لفق بېلادرغانحتى 


۳آ 
نظر ص ٠ ٠۹۳۰۱۹۲۳‏ وحاشية ١‏ 

۱۹۳ ية ۱ ص‎ e 
: ی نظام الدین‎ 


(5) ئ 
آنظر حاشية ٩‏ ص ٠۲۹‏ 


ا( ّ 
| کا فی الأصل : وف لس 
ل ماس 
€ ) ن سنة وآشهر“ وهدا خطاً ء ذلك و 
] | لان اعروف أن انام 


وجاس دل التذت وسل دايه بالامارة » وحضر أعمامه وينو عمه وهل 


الأمير وقد غير ثيابه وجاس على الأرض ولبس ثياب العزاء » 
واجتمع الناس والقراء والشعراء وآاسدوا المرالی , وقد توف فى ذلك 
اليوم الشيخ الزاهد ابن خلف الذى مسجده تحت باب القصر » 
ركان من أ كار أهل البلد » وقد تزهد وق »> فرسم الأمبر أن 


ù‏ رق |*#یے. 
کا ف الأصل وف ب ورقة ب ۲ » و” مارش “ ۹۳ب ومنت عنده 


ولم عقب “ . 


۲١۱ ص‎ ١ زر حاشية‎ ٠ 


: » والربيض وحسن البساين 
إلى الرض واليساتين وعارة المدينة › والربض وحسن 


الدولة ) أبوطاهر ( سلامة ) بن الأنبارى فى الوزارة » وتخلب 


۲9( فی الاصل هكا : EES‏ وار بعال وهو خرف دن 


ذاك استقر ارالود ف املك . “ ومعروف أن استقرار ناصر الدولة 


ز اأدة عن ب ورقة ٩۷‏ ب . 


ج ۽ ص ی ا واو ازاھ OE‏ 


کن حسن ادير 4 فا ۲ لاء شاد . عظما فی الدولة . وزر لالفة 
القاتم > من بده القتدی › فهزله ای جاع م اده الأستظهر فد ر أموره 
ایی سنن وأحد عشر شرا اوأربة يام ٤‏ کل مولده ف الحرم سط 5 
ولوف سنه ۳ : 


ج ه ص ۱۳۹ وس[ الزمان ( حوادٹ ٤۸١‏ ) .بی المدارس والرباطات بکل 
إد . وصرف عنابته إلى نظامية بغداد وأوقف ديما أوقافا كثيرة . 


فتحدث أحواجا مع الساطان وقال له : تلك البلاد قد خلت › وما 
من الاموال مالا يعد ولا بحد» هز السلطان العسا كر وجعل الوزير 
تفر“ الدولة رأسہا ومقدها علیہم »وسار وقصد ديار بكر . فلہا قارب 
البلاد ومع ناصر الدولة وتحةت ال حال »رتب أعراابلاد وسامها إلى ایسا 


الأمبر أرتتى أحد الأحعاب وجهز معه العسا كر ورتب اأوز بر لر الدوله مقدما 
ليم“ . وف ابن خلکدح ص ۲ : ”وسار معه لمیر آرتق 3 | كسب 


صأ۔حب م 


فی الأصل:” زعي الدولة “ والتصو یب عن ابن الاثیرج ۱۰ص۰۲۹۳ 
اإزاهرة ج ص ۱۸٦‏ ۰ وان خلکان ج ۽ ص ٣٠۳‏ ٭ وس آة الزمان 
وعد اجان فی حوادٹ سنۀ ۷۸ ٤‏ وزعم الرؤساء هو أبوالقامم مل سن د 
ان جد بن جهیر وزر لليف المستظهر بالله الءباس» ول ماعة من الللفاء ذير هة . 


والنجوم 


سے ١إ‏ س 


ثم وصل الأمير أرتتق “ جد الاصحاب الارتقية من قبل السلطان 
ومعه عسکر عظم مجدة للوز ر » فنزل على ميافارقن وقطعت عنبا 
لمياه وضارقرا أشد مضايقة 

فيل : وكانالا؛ برناصر الدولة بدركات السلطان والناس سلون الہ طان 


فيه » فنفف إليه وقال : ەم لیلاد نينا و بيلك ٬ونعطيك‏ ميافارۇين 


دياربكر. فلما أصبح (ناءمرالدولة نفذ إلى السلطان وقال له : لا سل 
ای ولا احرج عن ملک ) ولعمری ٠ن‏ کان بو سال مشبره وملر 
دولته وصاحب رأيه » لا أشك أن تكون عاقبة أمره إلى راب 


پیته وانقضاء دولته . 


فيل : واسثقر الأ بر #يافارقين والللاد چیا ڪن کله 4 وشرع 


سے ۱ ۲ سسسب 


( أبو الحسن )"“ على بن الأزرق ناظر حصن كيفا فسلمه الوزير 
( ا ( ۳ جدی عيافارىن وله 3 حھہن کا وف أ 1ا 


٤۸۳ ز بأدة عن پ ورڏه ۷۱ ب . وعصآذ إلزمان فی حوادث‎ (۱١ 


۳ ز يادة عن ب ورقة ۷١‏ 


(۳( فى الأصل : ای“ [ 


— ٣ — 


e 


رأس الحبل . فلا أصبح واجتمع بالناس قال" : يضرب ف بلاد 
المسلهن عي ر۶ رم الناقوس . فاذن عن بالةسطنطينية : فقالوا : 
باهولا ا ۾ هلا عل ر ٥‏ مس یل | وعاد"' الصاری رذوه درا ُ فاص 


لاسافق بارا وزوح 4 lal:‏ آم مبارة | لاصل فد اءتث شهار رب 
اتر کیب ھکذا : rE‏ ما کان ابه لوقف عليه | إلى الآن واقشطع له من لته 
آراضفی اأضهة المءروفة باروما هده |. راضی ی الان ہد ولاحبن أل إلآن ُ 
وعمل فی وسطه قط.) وعرا با من الخوش من جهة القبلة “ 


أبو القاس ن نہاته » وجدى الريس أبوالحسن بن الأزرق. وتالموا 
من العهيد بى" على فةال السلطان » لا أعزله عن »د مرالةاضى 
فوال 1 حواجاء فال ل با موللا نا ما الرجل ١‏ لک ڪب ولكن الرعية 


اة والكروم»وم) یدخل 4ن الضياع ٥ن‏ يح الفا کوة ٠‏ والحضر 
والبقول ‏ وكان على ذلك جيعه مؤنة - و كذاك الفح والحطب 


واستدعى إلى دركات السلطان نرج من ميافارقين ومعه القاضى 


)۱( الحا بور ( بعد للف بء مو حده وآلحره راء ) : اسے نہر کبیر بین راس 
صن والفرات منآرض ل ر ره و ولاه وأسەةو لدان ةغلب علا مه فلسبت 


إلبه من بلاد قرقيسياء وما كسين والمجدل وعر بان-. وأصل هذا المر من العيون 
اتی برس مين . ( معج البلدانج ۲ ص ۳۸۳) .. 


۶( هکذا فی ب ورقة ۱۷٦‏ »› و ” مارش “ ورقة ۹ | ۰ وف الأصل : 


فی ب ورقة ۷٦‏ ب » و”مارش“ ورقة ٩٦‏ | : ” كائ الدولة “ . 
)6( عن مآ ال مان حوأادث ۰4۸۷ واسيخة الأصل ورفة ٠٥۲‏ ب . 
فى الأصل :” .. اابلاد“ . 


)۱( فى الأصل آر “ 


۳ زيادة عن ب ورقة ۷۷ † و ” مأرش “ ورقة ٩٩‏ . 


(f)‏ کا ى “صل ٤‏ والذى ف الپدأيه والمهارة والنجوم الزاھےة ف حوادث 
وان خلکان ج | ص ۲٤۳۲‏ : ” ركن الدين “ . 


فی ص آة الزمان فی حوادٹ ٥۸ع‏ » : ” . . . فوب ليه رجل دیامی 
من الباطنية “. . 


هکذا فی الأصل . وف البنداری ص ۷“ وف ابن الأثیر فی حوادث 
4A6 0F‏ ¢ وألذى ف اداه والم أيه ۳ حوادت LAV‏ : اتون ترکان شاه“ 


س إ٣‏ س 


ية > فما اتف الناس وقع اتفاقهم على أنم ينفذون إلى 


فی حوادث ۸٩ ۰ ٥‏ ۰ ۸۷ . .۰ والبنداری ص۸۱ وما بعدها وابن اتلادی 
مں |" رکیارق . وف ھآ الزمان ف < وادث 2۸٦‏ ریاروق ““ . 
وف انتم حوادٹث (AV)‏ وف جوم الزاهہة :ص ۱٩۹۱‏ ۰ وان خلکان 


این خلکان بالمارة مکنا و كاوق“ : قح اء ااوحد: وسکون راء 
و رکیاروق هذا هو الدولة س الطان ماک شاه س أب آرسلان ااسلجوف “ 


آوی فی شمر ر بيع الأول سنة ٤۹۸‏ . ( وانفار حاش ية ۲ ص ۲۲۹ ) . 


زيادة عن ب ورتة ۷۷ب . 


~~ ٣ + 


اخسن س احور 6 کان القأدى واخماعة برحبول إلبه 


کی بن 
و نقدمونه' و بعملول ریه 6 فأحضروه وقرروا معه ذلك فی » 


— ۳٣ س‎ 


ومحفظ السور والېلدء فلا طال عام (الأاص ول ردهي ) أحد ٥ن‏ 


ملك يع الشام والساحل فى أيام أخيه ملك شاه» انلك دەشى 
ف سنه للات وسبعين وأربعانة أخذها ٠ن‏ الأقسيس» ولك حلب 
وجميع الشامين, فلما وصله خبر أخيه « لك شاه وه‌وته سار ٠ن‏ الشام 
إلى الرقة واللكابور والرحبة » لك حميع ذلك . ونزل على نصييين 
وحاصرها وصافف ن العرب وکسر عسکر دار ر بيعة واستظور ر عام 


کذا فى ب ورقة ۷۸ | وفى الأصلى : ” ... ومبوصول “ . 


, ا آلحرون““ ورتب ب اشن بو الحسن رع ن ار 


مباحب الشام ملوك تاج الدولة ش 
مقد ما عند ا ستاذه اش للذ كور ٤‏ , 6 وزوحه جآ انه رقان . شا رج در ص د 


ا ° Û‏ ۾ اھ 
١‏ الموشة : الفتنة والاضطراب . وف الأصل : ” شوشه “ بالشين 


€ و‎ ire 
التصو بب عن م آة الزمان حوادث ۸۷ . وف الأٴصل : سيع.‎ ۳ 


میس من شہر رجب وکن صانما › ب 
بعرف مرول الاج بيده سطل فيه ماء فقال له : إشرب › 


فقال ا ! وأريد لقاء الله صاما ٠‏ فضربت رقبته وس 


الحدىث الا جل السءيد د د الدين سديد الدرلة أبوعبد الله جد الانبارى 
قال : لم سلہت خث جبق عى واشه أب الام إلى الساطان 
یت وابن عی أہو سعد" عندها آیاماء تم حرجنا (من رتېرت)۵ 
ونفذت معنا ٠ن‏ وصانا إلى «اردن فدخانا إلى ماردين وأخذ الأمير 
ابحالستری وکان والیا بماردین»؛ فاقنا عنده, م جھزا ونا إلى نصيبين 
فاقمنا مما مدة( و ) نزلنا إلى بغداد وخدهثبديوان‌الحليفغة "ولةہت " 


جو 


بغداد عند موسی بن جعمر رمه 
قال : و تيت أتردد فى خدمة المستظهر' وكيل الدار مدة ينقذلى 
ف الرسائل إلى ابحهات » وبقيت كذلك إلى سنة سيع ولمسمانة 
ووليت ديوان الاأسّاء إلى الان , 


ی سنة ٤۸4‏ ھ » وات ف وم ابحد ای ہر ر یح الأول سنة ٥٥‏ ه ودفن 
بدارء . ؟ النیجوم الزاهرة ج ه ص ۳۳۳ ۰ وابن انثیرج ١١‏ ص )4٩‏ . 
د( ۲ الأصل سولاها کک )۵( ٤‏ الأصل دد ا عاد ٤“‏ 


مه » وان اثر نی حوادث ۳۲ہ و ” مارش * ورقة ٩۸‏ ب . 


اسا ۲ ھار فوص إلبه م کشاه تد بر امملکة سره مس وستان وأر د . 


ل — 


له الأم»واستوزر ( الحالى' وهو أو الحسن عل بن جد بن صافى › 


رکان صافی مل وکا لبنی نباته )"' الذین هم من اسل القاضی عبد اله 


ولانادة وهو اول ولاية لامر أ ع ¢ أ أن ملك ان جچهر 


البلاد ف سنه لسع وسہعیں وأر بعانة > وعاد فلك الأمير منصور مدة 


الزيادة عن ب ورقة ۸٤‏ ] . 


)€( ف ار صل ۽ ل 
ما بسن القوسن عن ب ورقف A‏ ۱ . وف الأصل وردت هذا : 
” وتبا الإمير ... “ . وهو نأقص وغر وا 


سسب هھ ن ۴ س 


(قبله )الاه پر جدالد وغ ل املك مافارقن E‏ ارسلان 
لی ١ا‏ سنذ کره'“ إن شاء الله تعالی وطلقها. وتزوجما الاهير“ 
مد وبةيا إميافارقين فى ولاية الأمير سكن وبعده؛و ,ھی ولاية کم 
الدين الغازى » وأكثر ولاية السعيد حسام ”" الدين رجه الله تعالى 


دود أذر ان بالقرب من تقايس . 


(f)‏ کذا ف الاصل ٭ وسآة الزمان حوادٹ سنه + + ٤‏ وف 7 مارش 


وما الأهبر أحد س نظام ادن فاله کان أصغر البنن 4 وکر وسا 


وکان شما ٥ن‏ ارجال وفارس الیل » وله مقامات معروفة» وآسرته 


et | ۸ |‏ ال 8 
ah‏ 5 9 1 
4 ۱ أا 
) چ 
3 
إل 
٣‏ ال2 5 
و 


|22. 


صغار ؛ هم عبد الله وسلیان وأبو الاسم وجي . وأقاوا فى خدمة 


السعيد حسام الدن وفى خدمة الك شى الدبن دة » وتال الأمير 


1 


الدبن لنبم المي ابراه ن نصر الدولة فال مات وخاف | مر ابا الفوارس 
سادا | ری ا لسٹ فأاطمة لث | مار ان الد ف الفضل ' . وقیل دار س 


کا فی ب ورقة ۸۷ ب . وتار ابن افلامی CVV ¢ 1t‏ 


. والذى 


ولد" آولادا م عیسکوه ن در باس وأقام بالحومات إلى زمانناء 


1 2 ل مو سك 4 و 
و 


ماه | ه سا 1 a‏ وھ ل 4 5 | ب 


س ۳ س 


زماننا ٠‏ رخاف ارییس موسك لے ھر ٥ن‏ 


(( فی ب ورقة ٩۲‏ | :”تاج الدین “ . 
۷ فى ابأصل + ” أربعة“ . 


بلب بطر , وكا ملک عاد لا ر کر الدر وألا حسال 
إلى الئاس ء ظاهر الإنصاف اهر الحلائق ء فليل احور »> وأستقر 


ان ااسلطان لکشاه . ن آلب اا ا ۲ صان ومات ما فی ذی اله 


مات اة بداد رهه الله بأأًة ودفن اقرب فى اب حاب الشر 


بویع ٣م‏ لرلده الأ كبر أبى الهباس ولةب بالمستظهر بالله . واستةر 


hk 


وفیل أله کان ف فلس رك اسع ومان وأرعانة مات لرام 


او ٥‏ ج مع المسانصر بالل خامهة ٣ر‏ خصر ۰ وھن هنا اشرقت 


دل زار وولى ان أحته“ أب القاس أحمد ولقبه بالمستعى . وانفرق 


. فى الأصل : ” اللطاءة“‎ ١ 
فی ب ورقة ۰ ۹ب : ”وول‌ولده انقاضی م الدين أو اسن الحطابة“.‎ ۳ 


كذا بالاصل ٠‏ والذى فى ابن الأثيرج ٠١‏ ص ٠٠۹١‏ والمجوم الزاهرة 

ِ ۵ ص ۳۹ ۰ وابداره والاره م وشدرات اذهب ۳ حوادثٹ ۷ د : 
أن . المسانصر الله كنت فى سنة 4۸۷ 

ف الأصل :”فقوم قالوا هي الا“ماعيلية وآن“ وهو ضير مستةم انركيب. 


كذا بالأصل : و يذ كر النجوم الزاهرة ج ه ص ٠١١‏ وابن الأثيرج 


س ° TY‏ سس 


اارنیس ایی عبد الله وحبسه وصادره وفعل فی حقه کل قبیح › فلہا 
قرضبه اللك دقاق اشتراه مله وقغله وفيض مع عل حاعة er’‏ 


1 سه اسع ورعن ولجمسمادة وقال 3 رأىته تیا الاك سپاو ه 


راجع حاشية ۲ ص ۲٠۰‏ . و ” طلمیش “ ھکا| با “صل . ونی ب 
ورقۀ ٩٩‏ ب و ” مارش “ ورقة 4٩4‏ ب : ٠‏ قطرمش “ والذى فى النجوم 
اازاهرة ج هھ ضس ۲۹۰ 4 و إن ایرج ۰ ص ۲۹۵ : تسش “ وقد جاء 


۳( کا بالٴصل وف اموم الزاهرة ج مھ س٤۱۹۰‏ أنغرق قاج آرسلان 
کان فی سنة ٤4۸‏ . ونی ابن الثیرج ۱۰ ص ۲۹۸ : ن ذاك كان فسنةء. ٠‏ 


4( کا ف الأصل٤‏ وق النجو م اازاهرةج ٥ں‏ 0 .والذىف أن ن الا شر 


خليفة الاماعیایةف هذا الزمان وهو عل قول بارا 
هو بال مغرب » وقال قوم : هو بمصر فألحرج نپا راد انار 


س ۷ل س 


ابن د ٻن زار وهو الآن إصر . ونص مذههم أنه لا يموت الامام 


إلى ميافارقين وحمل إلى خلاط ودفن با , 


١‏ كذا بالأصل ٠‏ والذى ف النجوم الزاهرة ج ه ص ٠ ٠۹۸‏ وابن الأثير 
ج ٠١‏ ص 4 » والبداية والنماية > وش ذرات الذهب فى حوادث (سنة٥٩٤)‏ 
أًُل وفأة المست لى کات ف سن ٤٩۹۵‏ 


A‏ س 


ى خدمة حوشك › وکن 4 تل أعفر افطاء لاغرفاخذ زوجه 


یغد اد . ووم ات ايع الناس لولده » ,کف ول عوده الامام 
أف ور القضل و بلقب و مةل بالمسترشد بالل واستةر ف الحلافة. 


نباب شمدان' » وجلس ولده السلطان مرد الساطة وتز وج ېلت مه . 
اللطان سنجر ' وولد ‏ مہا كهاز اسب »› وملك العراق الأعلى. 


المشاهير »> راو ية لسابة » شاعرا ظريفا . يقال : آنه كتب رقعة إلى مير ' 
المؤمنين المستظهر بالله وعل رأسا ” اللمحادم المعاوى “ فكه اللليفة مقا بلته بذاك 
فكشط الم من المعاوى ورد الرقعة إليه فصار ” اللحادم العاوى “ . وكات 
وفاة الابيوردى سنة سبع ولحسمالة باصمان ( فى أبن خلکان ج ۽ ص ۷١‏ 


سنة ٥٥۷‏ ھ ) 


والأيوردی ( بفتح أهمزة وکسر الباء الموحدة 0 وسکون لاء المخناة من غا 
وفتح اواو وسکون اراء و بعدھ دال مهملة ) اسبة إلى أدورد 6 و يقال ها : 


كذا بالأصل »› والذى فى النجوم الزاهرة ج ه ص ۲٠١‏ : ” وفيا 
(سنة ٥١١‏ ) توفى السلطان عد شاه بن الساطان ملكشاه بن الساطان الب 
أرسلان . > حرج فى السنة الماضة إلى أصان فرض ہا ص ضا طال به 
ال أن مات فی حادی مشر ذی اطة “ . وقد جاء فی کاب المنتظم 6 وص آة 
امان آنه توف سنة إحدى عشرة ولحسماله . 


~~ AY —- 


والعراق الأسفل . وملك الساطان سنجر نحراسان وما وراء السر 


والرى » واسنقر ملك سنجر إلى أن قرضه الغر ' فى سنة مس 
ومسمائة على ما سنذ کره إن شاء الله تعالى . وكاس ولد السلطان 


الوحة الأغبرة من الخطوهة | “ وهى ا ترى ااقصة 


اداد 


ت7 م الاير 
a‏ أ قعبه I‏ 
انعو طه 
ا وجه س 
جل 


) س ٠‏ ه 
:اسلا خالاو انت e‏ 
طري للاح لاور E‏ ا ا ت ولواب ٤ 2 a‏ 
اط راہن زارات زیت الال عدا چ 
ساح زادالتی اط وانہئت ال رومان ازچر مت ` س 
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TIEN 
ولاا رملا خو دل ادا ا راوتا چ‎ 


إلرتنت العبادا ت مزاچہ اتلم واک زیتا نغ ی اتا یزرک : 
: راچا ER‏ ووا ٤‏ 
i E‏ 
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n 1 5 ۲ 4‏ : 2 
ا 1 ا ا 1 i f.‏ , 
', ۳ 1 1 ا e‏ 
م e‏ ا A‏ : 5 5 ا ا IRS‏ 
.> آي 4 *" د اا ادیب اذ E‏ 


حط ااؤلف وحد مكو | عل الصمحة الأغبرة من خاب * إحياء العلوم ”* لغزالى اطوط وا لموجود 
بإحدى المكاتب الشبيرة فى * دن وهذا بفيد أن وفاة المؤلف كانت بعد سلة ٠۷۷‏ * 
لاف سه ¥ oV‏ » کا فم ذاك سط الؤرخین حت ہی حوادٹث الكاب هذا العام ٠‏ 


۹۷ س 


وفاة خإغة مصر الباق » وتولة راء ا راص أنه u‏ ڼV‏ 


4 س 


وفاة لوز ر خواجا ی القاس وحزل الأمر عله ٠‏ 
وزأرة ان المغربى صر الدولة 2 
سض الوزیرالمغری ووفاته... 


فارة الساطان ” اب آرسلان ٤‏ ا بلاد ا ابن 


۲۲¥ 


ص ں۳ سے 


” طختکین “ نای الساطان فی مبافارفن., 
غ الوز برأنی طاھر ب الأنہارى وأسرته eee sae‏ 
لقاء بين عسكر تاج الدولة ”تتش ش“ ”و رکارو ق“ ٤‏ 


مقتل تاج الدولة 


ا ا Té‏ 
٤‏ 
مڕافارقىن ٤‏ ولاه شس الدولة تاش“ من قل الك ”دقاف »+ 


وفأن امبر ناصر الدولهة المروای 


¥ 


اهي بن ی الفوارس ن اراھ ن صر الدولة : ۲۵۲ › ۲۵۷ » 


رهم بن څد بن امد ن نظام الدن المروالى : ٣٥م‏ 
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CIA CIV ¢ Ve CVE CIT CEIY CI) C+ CoO 
CPYeTeCYACT™NCYoCTECFFCY CY ¢۹ 
EFCWCNCECETACWVC TS Co CPF ¢ FY 
AA COA CorCEACEVCEN Cfo Cf 


YA ¢ YA ¢ Yo ¢ FY ¢ ¢ o : ان اسك‎ 


ان الأنہارى : 


( Vo 6G Y9N 6G Foo ۰ 6 14A ¢ 1A0 
PEY CF4 ¢ YF € YY ¢ Yo ¢ 4 


این رک : ۱۳۱ > ۱4۷ 


cC 1Yo ¢ \oA ¢ \0° © \EA ¢ \EV ¢ V4 ابن الہغل‎ 
14۹۷ ° ۱۷٦ 


ابن بکرون 


ابن بلك 


jVo : 
rE : 


¢ س‎ 
۱۹۷ ٤ ۱٩٩ : این البہات‎ 
۱۳۸ ۰ ۱۳۷ : ابن البواب‎ 
٣۹ : ابن مجاز‎ 
۸٩ : این جی‎ 
CIEA CIEV CIETY ¢ o4 ¢ YF ¢ o ¢ أبن جهير : ج‎ 
CA\VV CVE CIV CAIVT ¢ 134 ¢ 11° ¢ Yol ¢ Yo 


CTI" ¢ foe CC TIYT ¢ Y4 ¢ TOA ¢ ° ¢ {AY ¢ 1A! 
PEA ¢ YTT™" ¢ FTE ¢ FTC TTY CY ¢ ۹1۹ 


ابن حیوس : ۱۵۱ 

ان حردادیه : ۱۳ 

ان خلف المحباز : ٣۹‏ 

CYC Yo CFE ¢ YF ¢ Y۲ ¢ 4 ¢ ان خلکان : د‎ 
é6 11% ©6 ۲ ¢ AN é6 Ae CAE ¢ AT ¢4 V1 ¢ “4A ¢ 1 
¢“ 10 ¢ EE ¢4 FA ¢ F1I ¢ P4 ¢ IFT ¢ FI ¢ 4¥ 
¢ 14¥ ¢ A é6 VV ¢ 1V ¢ 1V ¢ ef ¢ lof ¢ \oF 


GCG TTA ¢ TITY ¢ PII ¢ F94 CG YAN 4G FeV GCG Ye ¢ F0 
YA" “¢ Yfo ¢ Y4 


ابن خایل الشمشار : ٣۷١‏ 
ان امار : ۱۳۹ ۰ ۱٤۷‏ 
ابن درید : ۱۳۹ 

ابن دۆاس : ۱۱۹ 

ابن الرزاز : ۳4 ٤‏ ۳۸ 
این زندان : ٣٣۹‏ 


أن سعدأن : ‡ه 4 6ه ) “6 


ھم 
ابن السمرقندی : ۳4 » ۳۸ 

ابن سنان اللحفاجی : ٠٥١‏ 

ابن السوداوی : ٠٤١‏ 

اہن شا کرالکتی : ۳١‏ 

ابن الشجری : ۱۹ 

ان شداد : د ¿ ۱4 )¢ ۳۲ + ۲۳ 4 ۲۸( ۲۹ 

ابن شلیطا : ٠۹4‏ 

ان الطريف : 

ابن طخج الأخشيد : ٠١۷‏ 

ابن عبد الوهاب : ۱۸ ۰ ۲۱ 

این‌عسا کر : ۱4 ۰ ۲۰۵ 

ان عقيل : ۱4۷ ؛ ۱۷١‏ 

ان الماد : ٠١4‏ 

ابن میسون المنجم : ۲۰۱ ۰ ۲٠۲‏ 

ان الفضبرى الشاعر : ٠٤١4‏ 

٠١۹۲ ٤ ۱٩۱ : ابن الفطبری‎ 

۹A > ۹۷ ۰ 4٦ ٥٩۹۱ ٩ ٩۰ ٩ ۸٩4 ٤ ۸۸ ٤ ۸۷ : ان فلیوس‎ 
۳4 ٠ ۲۲ ۰ ٩٦ ٤ ۱۳ : ان فتیبة‎ 


CY ¢ FTV ¢ YY ¢ YI ¢ +¥ ¢ 10۲ : ان القلالىى‎ 
PVA ¢ VY ¢4 ¢ YA ¢ F1 ¢ Ye 


ان کشر : ٩4‏ ۲ ۱۱۸ 


ان الکرجی : ۳۷۰ 


۳۹ س 
ان الاہان الفرضى : ٠١١‏ 

ابن الحلبان : س ۰ ۱۸4 

۲۹۹ ٤ ۲٣ : أبن مساعد‎ 

إن المسلمة : وهإ 

این مطبر : ۳۸۲ 


Yo ¢ ITE ¢ TA ¢ FY ¢ ۲7 ¢ ۲o ¢ +4 : ابن لمغري‎ 
C‘C\EV ¢ IEE ¢CIET ¢ CITA ¢ T° ¢ ۹4 ¢ 18 
A۲ ¢ 1¥ 


ان مهارش : ٠٥۷‏ 

ابن ناته » اء الد بن عل : ٣‏ 

ان باه الطب : ° ¢ je CITA CY ¢ YF ¢ YF ¢ ۲Y‏ 
ابن نپاته » عل الدین أبو الفتح د بن ل : ۳۹ 

اسن الذجار : ۱۹۸ 

ابن وصیف »۰ آبو اسن امد : ۱۰۰ ۲ ۱۰۱ ) ٣‏ مر 
أبو احق » باهم بن د الإسفراییی : YE © IT‏ 
أو الركات ٠‏ عبد ااوهاب بن الأبارك ار" ع اطى : ٣۸‏ 
آبو الركات العرز : ۲۸١‏ 

۱۲٤ ۲ ۱۱۹ : ۱۰٠١ : آہو بکرالباقلانی‎ 

آبو بكر الصدیق ( رذی الله عند )  :‏ 

ابو بکر مد بن ری : ۱۹۵ ٤ ۱۹٩ ٤)‏ ۱۹۸ ۰ ۱۸۲ 


0۹ ۰.14۸ > ۳۸ ٤ ۳4 ¢ ۳۳ : آبو بکربن څد بن على بن صدقة‎ 
PVA CYTE CPT" € FTE ¢ TYA ¢ OYY ¢ TY! 


اہو بکربن فورك : إ۱ 2 ۱۲4 

بو تغلب اخمدالی : 4۹+ 

بو جهةر المشصور : >٠ ١‏ ث۸ 

بو الحارث زنك ن آوأان : ٠۳١‏ 

بو حامد الاسغرا یش : ۱۱۲ 

پو حرب : ۳ه 

ابو حسان العقيل + ٠‏ 

أو اسن احد بن آیی على بن البغلل : ٠ ۷ ٤ ۱۸۳۰ ۱۷٩ ٩ ۱۷١‏ 

ابو اخسن ن آیی القامہ؟ ہن نہاتہ : PAY‏ 

أبر ابسن عل ن الأزرق ( اريس ) جد المؤلف CYC:‏ 
TYA ¢ YY ¢ YIV ¢ Ye ¢ FF‏ 

أو اسن عا ن امسین المغرش : ۲۷ ٥۴۳١‏ ¢ ۱۳۸ 

أ رو | خسن الک ن نر الدوله ل یی : ۲۲۹ ٣٣۰١ ٤‏ 

آبو امسن على بن مد بن على بن عد ایی : ۲٤٩١‏ 

بو اسن عل بن جى بن لجسن بن احور : ۲٣١ + ۲۳٣ ٤ 4٩‏ 

ابو امسن څدین نصر الد ول اآروانی (الأمی) : ١ ۱٤١ ٤ ۱۳۲۹۰۲١۱۲۱‏ 
4¥ ¢ ۷4 

أو المسين آحمد بن بویه : ٠۳١‏ 

آي اللسین امد بن عبار : ۲۸١‏ 

ابو حکم بن ا ا ¢144 jo’‏ 

أو جييفة : الإمام » ری الله‌عنه : ٩ ۸٤‏ ۱۹۸ 

1 


الداف ( سنخاریب) بن أب عل اروا : VA‏ ¢ 114 
(۱1) 


بو سال ؛ الطبسب 


CTI ¢ 1° ¢ YA CC FV ¢ Yo; 


بو سعید بن حسن بن نصر الدولة المروالی : ۱۸۰ ۰ ۲٣۱‏ 


أ بو الطيب د الفقيه الطبرى : ٠۷٠‏ 


- 
E 


ابو عږد الله مد بن عبد الله ابی اوی : 4a‏ 
پو عد الله مد بن المهلوس العلوى : ٠٠۳١‏ 


أبو عبد الله بن موسك (الرئیس) : ۳۳ ۰ ۲۰۹ ۰ ۲۲۳ ۰ ۲۲٢‏ 
VY ¢ ۹‏ 


بو عبد الله بن موسك بن مد پن کک : ۲٣۲‏ 


أبو عبد الله بن ناصر الدولة الجدالى ٠‏ ۷ه 


بو عل البلخى :؟ العميسد فوام الدین : ۳۳ + ۳۳۱ ) ٠ ٣۲۲‏ 


4 


٠) ٩٥ ۰ ٩4 › ٩۳ : ) أو لقاس : ( وزیر نصر الدولة المروالی‎ 
ITA °6 \\e0 ¢ 11° 6 4Y é6 ot é oF ¢ 1° 


۳۷۸ ٤ ۳۷۹ ٩ ۲۲۸ ٤,۲۲٣ ٤١ ۳۳, : آبو القاسم بن ناته‎ 


- إإإ ~~ 


أبو المرجا سعادة بن ا سين بن بكر : ٠١١‏ 

ابو المرجا حى بن الضریر : ۴۷۹ > ۲۸١‏ 

أو افر ) ملك الدرند خیزران) : ۳> 

اہو افر بن الحاجب ابی الوفاء. : ۲۹ 

ابو افر بن الشم‌رزوری العطار : ۳4 > ۳۸ 

أبو المعالى سعد ألدوله" شر يف بن سيف الدولة المدانى : به 
ا 


دو ماص ور ن مء الدولة أبى نصر ن غا شاد ° 


أو منصور مد بن شاذان الطوسی : ۹۹۲ ۰ ۱۷٤‏ ۰ ۱۹۸ 


أبو خصو المعن الو يل : ۳۷4 ¢ YAY ¢ YAY ¢ ۲A*‏ 


اپو ممصور زار بن المسامصر خليفة مەمر : ۲۹۷ ۲۷١ ٤ ۲۹۸ ٤‏ 


( حاجب وز رالساطان تاج الدولة تش ) : ۲۳٢‏ 


" ١ 
٠ ۲٠١ ١ ۲۲۸ : أو صر ن آیی الفوارس بن ارهم بن صر الدولة‎ 
o4 ¢ YoY 
٠ ٠٠١ > ٠٠٤4 : ابو نصر ( الملك الرحي ) بن آبى كاليجار.المرزبان,‎ 
| 


JA ¢ PV : 


احمد بن نظام‌الدین بن نصر الدولة : ۲۰۳ + ٤ ٣۵۲ ۲ ۲٤۸‏ ٣وم)‏ 


س ٣إ‏ س 

أسد الدین شیركوه : ۲٠۰‏ 

أفشين بن مد دكسير بن موسك بن 'منکلان بن أفشين بن منكلان 
ان کک : ۲٣۳‏ 

فشن بن منکلان بن كك : ۱۸۰ ٤‏ ۲۹۳ 

الأفضل شاهنشاه بن بدر المالی : ۳۹۷ ٣۷۷ ٤ ۳۹۸ ٤‏ 

۲٤۳١ ٠ ۲۳۷ : أقسنقر‎ 

٣٣۲ ¢ ۰١ 4 ۱۹4 › ۱٩4۲ : الأقسیس‎ 

۲۹ ٤ ۲٣۷ + ۲٤١ : ناش شمس الدول‎ 

١ ۱۹۵ ٩ ۱۹۳ ٩ ۱۸٩ ٩ ۱۹۱ : لب آرسلان بن مد بن دأود‎ 
TIA ¢ FV ¢ 14¥ 

J) ¢ A الا نجازی‎ ىرشiنسgلا‎ ].E. Amero مد روز“‎ 

الأناری : تمد بن ءد الکرے : ٣۲‏ 

إلغازی بن آرتق : ۲۳۳۲ 

( ب ) 

”باد“ بن ابی الدلف ہن ابی الفوارس ن ا راهم بن صر ادو : ۲۰۸ 

Cotto Cor Co) ¢ o Ci: اد ن‌دوستك امار جی‎ 
1 6C 64 CofA ¢ oV (¢ o ¢ oo 

ادي ابحو ية ) زوجة موسك بن منکلان : ۲۹۳ 

از“ ے ”باد“ : 

دران بن المقلد : ٠٠١ “ ٠۳۹‏ 

دراخالی : ۲۹۷ 

در الد جی أم القائم بأ الله : ٠١١‏ 


س 4إ س 

رکا روق : شاب الدولة بن الساطان ملكشاه بن ألب أرسلان السلجوق : 
P4 CYTE € TEY COFYV ¢ TPN ¢ FF ¢ 4‏ 

رلمأان : إإ٠‏ 

زان = بوزان » وتوزان : ۲4۳ » ۲٤4‏ 

» ٣٥۳ ۰ ۱٥۲ : لبساسیری : آبوالارث آرسلان بن عبد زالله‎ 
460 ¢ \o04 “6 oV é6 1o0" é6 eo ¢ of 

سی : ۲۲۲ 

١١۷ >٠ ۱١۹ ۰ ۸٤ : سیل : أحد آباطرة الروم‎ 

شارة الأزرق : ٠۸۸‏ 

کر ین واتل بن قاسط : ١ه‏ 

۲١ + ٠١ ٤ ١۳ : البلاذری‎ 

بلال (مؤذن رسول اله صل الله عليه وسم) : 4۱١‏ 

بلك بن برام بن ادق : ۲۱۲ ۰ ۲۷۸ 

) ¢ YT* ¢ YY ¢ ۲° ¢ 1۸7 : البندارى‎ 


C6۷ ¢ 6 ¢ الدولة أو نصر خاشاد ن عض د الدولة : ه۵‎ el, 
<“ éCIFWCIIT ¢ oe Ct CAY" ¢ “Oe ¢ “£ ¢ FY ¢ 


اء الدین بن عل = ابن ناته : 

اء الدین با کاب حار بن السلطان مسعود : ۲۷۳ 

سرام بن احد بن ام الدين المروانى : Yoo ¢ Yof4 ¢ Yor‏ 
رام بن آردشیر : ۰ه 


م ام ل فعسی س آمل س نة ام الدين : Yoo‏ 


س وا 
برام بن نظام الدین المروأنی : ۲۰۴۳ › ۲٤۸‏ ۰ ۲۵۲۳ ۲ ۲۹۳ 
بوران نت اخسن بن سل : ۱۷ 
بوری بن طغتکین : ۲۳۷ 
بوقا : ۱۷٦ ¢ ٦٠‏ 
بیغر بن میکائیل بن سلجوق : ۱۰۸ 

(ت) 


COFFV CG FYE C FFP CC Yeo +: تاج الدولة تنش ن آلب آرسلان‎ 
TVA ¢ TIA TNE CTE ¢ YEE ¢ TEY ¢ ۹ 


اش بن دقاف بن تتش بن آلب أرسلان : ۲٤۵‏ 
رکان خاتون : ٣۳۰‏ 

لحان : ۷۳ 

متکین »¢ حسام الول : ۲۹۸ ۰ ۳۹۹ ۳۸٤ ١‏ 


٠ ٠٠ + ۸ : رتاش ( حسام الدين ) بن جم الدين ايلغازى الأرتق‎ 
VY ¢ Yo ¢ Yoo ¢ Ye ¢ Yo’ ¢ PY CY" 


م بن رة : ۱۷ 
التہای : ۱٤4 ٩ A۲‏ 


(ث) 


۳١ A 6 ۲ . الاعلى : امسر‎ 


مأوة : ۷٣‏ 
جاولى : ملوك الساطان #د بن ملکشاه : ٣٠١‏ 
جبق (الأمبر) : ۲۱۲ ۰ ۲4١ ٠ ۲4١ ¢١ ۲١۳‏ 
جفری بن میکاتیل بن سلجوق بن تقاق : ۱۵٩۸‏ 
جكرەش : ۳۷ ¢ ۳۷ ¢ ۷4 
جلال الدولة ابوطاھے بن بہاء الد ول اابومی : ٠۳۳‏ 


٠ ۲۰۷ ۰ ۲۰۹ : جلال الدولة آبوالفتح ملکشاه بن آلب آرسلاس‎ 
¢ Yge ¢ FTV ¢ TPF e FY ¢ TTA ¢ TTY ¢ TIA ¢ 1¢ 
TAV “¢ TVYT ¢ Fe ¢ To:* 


مال الدین عد بن الأصفیالی : ۳ 


حسں ہں أ نصر بن آبی الوارس ن ا رھم بن نصر الدولة : ۷ه 


۳۲۷۱ 


س ۷إ س 


ا لحسین بن موسى ( والد الشريف الرذى ) : 


Yo : 


111 


حسین بن نصر الدولة المروالی ( الأمیر) : ۲۰۸ ۰ ۲٣٣‏ 


الماتون : (زوجة الأمير سكن بن أرتق) : 
خدج بنت داود بن ميکائيل : 4٥‏ 1 


حطافة بات بهرام بن نظام الدين المروالى : 


ا٤١‎ > ٩۳۱ ٤ ۱ : انلطب اابغدأدی‎ 


6 ToT ¢ To|l ¢ ۹ 


داود بن میکائیل السلجوق : ۲۰۷ 

در باس بن عیسکوه بن نصر الدولة : ۲۵۷ ۰> ۲۹۱ 

دقاق بن تنش السلجوق : ۲۳۹ 4 ۲4 4 ۳۹۸ ٩ ۲۹۹ ٤‏ ۲۷۰ 4 ۲۷۱ 
دیاری بن داود : ٣غ‏ ) ۳( 


الانورى : ۱۳ ¢ 1۸ ¢ ۲۰ 4 إإ ¢ ۳4 


الراشد ء الحليغة العباسى ۲ي 
رای : jW‏ 
الرزیک : ۲۸۲ + ٧۸۳‏ 


زبيدة بات خواجا بزرك نذام الملك : ۲۰۷ : ۲۲١‏ 

زبیدة بات نصر الدوله المروالی : ۱۸۰ ٩‏ ۱۸۷ ۰ ۱۸۸ 

زنی بن آقسنقر : ۲۸۲ 

رید بن على : ۱۷4 

ز باب بات موسك الا کر بن الرس آیی عبد الله بن موسك : ۲٥۹‏ 
زيلب بات صر الد ول المروای : ۱۸١‏ › ۱۸۷ 

الزینى ( قاذى القذ اة ) :۸ 


سط بن الجوزی : د:4 ¢ ۲ ¢ ۳ ۲ ۲۹ 4 +" ٣ل‏ 
السبیعی : ۱۹ 

ست الملك بات نصر الدوله المروالی : ٠۷4 + ۱۷۷ + ۲١‏ 
ست ااناس ) أخت الجا > امس الہ الفاطمی ( ۱11۸ ° ۲۰ 


ست ااناس بات آبى المعالى شر يف بن سيف الدولة Ao‏ 


م — 
ست الناس بنت سعید بن نصرالدول المروانی : ۲٤۷ ۰ ۲۰۹ ۰ ۱۷٩4‏ 
سعد الدولة شر يف بن سيف الدولة ا مدای : ۷۲ 

سعد بن عبادة : )١‏ 

سعید ہن ایی الدلف بن ایی الفوارس ہن إبرھیم بن نمر الدول : ۲۵۸ 
سعید بن صوان : ۹ه 

١٠۱۷۹ ٤ ۱۷۷ ٤ ۱۲۲ + ۱۲۱١ : سعید بن نصر الدولة المروالی‎ 
C4۲ ¢ 141 ¢ 14° ¢ IAA ¢ VAY CIA ¢ 1A1 € 14° 


¥ 


الفاح : أو العياس عيد الله : إ٠‏ 
سکان القطی : ۲٠۰ ›) ۳٣۹‏ 


CVV ¢ VE CYYY ¢ YY ¢ ۲Y) ¢ ۳44 : سکان بن أدتق‎ 


TAT * 14۹ 


سلار حراسان : ۱۸۲ ۰ ۱۸4 
سلجوق بن دقاق : ۱٥۸‏ 
سلان ہن بهرام بن عیسی بن آحمد بن عام الدين : Yoo‏ 


سلیان بن على بن ایی الفوارس بن ابرهیم بن نصر الدول" : ۲۵۲ ۰ ۰۲۵۸ ٠‏ 


1 ¢ ۹ 


سلهان بن فهد : ۱۳۹ ۲ ۱۳۰ |٤٤ ٤‏ 

سلمان بن قتامش : ۲۷۲ 

سنجر .: السلطان : ۲۵ .¢ ۲۲۳۹ ¢ VAY ¢+ ۲۸٦‏ 
سنخاریب = ” آبو الدلف >“ 


سورة بنت برام بن نفام الدین" المروالی : ۲۵۸ » ۳۲۰ ۰ ۳۹۳ 


:ام الذخرة المليفة المباسى : jo é6 \e/‏ 
السید: نت قرواش بن المقلد العقیلى : ۱۳۱ ٠۹۹ ٩ ۱۲۲ ٤‏ 
سیف الدول المدالی : ۳ه ¢ ۷ه ¢ ۱۹٩‏ 


سيف الدولة صدقة بن ميد الأسدى : ۲۷١‏ 


شاروخ (| لامیر): ۰١ ۲۹۸ ۰ ۲۰٤‏ ۲۷۳ ٭ ۲۸۳ 


 -‏ س 


ص ) 
الصایی : ابراھے بن هلال الحرای : ۱۳ ۷۰١ ٩۹4 ٤ ٦٥ ٤ ۳٤ ٤ ۱۹ ٤‏ 
الصاحب بن عياد : ٤ ۷١‏ ۲4| 
صبح الحادم : 4٤‏ 
صریر نصره بن الطآشی : به 
دمر بع الدلاء : ۱٤۳‏ 
صلاح الدين الأبولى : إ¢ > ٠١‏ 
صمصام الدولۂ اہ ری : ۵۰ ) ۲ھ )4 ۲ه )¢ )6 )¢ 06 ¢ ۷ه › ۲¶ 
الصولى : ۱۳ + ۱۹ ۲ ۳۱ ٠‏ ۳4 
( ض) 
ضیاء الدین جد ( الوزر) : ۲۷۲ ) ۲۷۳ 
(ط) 
الطائع : الحلفة العباسى : ٥‏ ¢¿ ۳ ¢ ۳ ) 4 ¢ “> 
طغتىكن : أتابك : ۳۳¥ ¢ ۳۳4 ¢ YA‘ ¢ PV) ¢ Yo ¢ YÊ‏ 


C{1o0V é6 10% é6 \oo é6 ot é6 oY ¢ EY: طغرلبك الساجوق‎ 
JV ¢ 146 ¢ A3 ¢ AY ¢ 1A۰ ¢ IVE ¢ 1% ¢ 104 ¢ 10A 


( ظ) 


إلتاأهر : اللليةة القاطحمى ٣١١ >) إ١ ٤ ٠١4 > ۸٣‏ ) إ4 


عبد الر من بن اى لورد : ۹۳ 
عبد الله بو ا اء إالجمدای :+ o‏ 


عدنان بن الشر یف الرضی : ٠١۷ > ۱٩۳‏ 

العز بز بالته الفاطمى : ٣ه ¢٠‏ إ۷ 

ع زالدول بن جلال الدولة البوریی : ۱۳۳ ' 
عة بنت زنک بن وان : ۱۷۹ ۰ ۱۸۷ ۰ ۱۹۲ 


على بن آی الفوارس بن راهم بن نصر الدولة : ۲۵ ¢ ۷٥م‏ » 


YT ¢ ۹ 


فاته بنت نظام الدن سن نصر الدولة : ۲۶۰۴۳ ۲١۲ ٤ ۲٣۸ ٤‏ 


Vo ¢ o۲ ¢ لقاتم باص الله العپاسى : ۱۳۳ ¢ ۳4| ¢ ۳إ‎ 
é6 A" © 1A1 ¢ VE ¢ \VYT ¢ 1o4 ¢ oV ¢ {oo ¢ 1o¢ 
1o ¢ YoV CY ¢ 140 C4 ¢ 4F ¢ 14| 


>) ) ٦ه‎ ¢ 4 ¢ ۳ ¢ ۵٦ ¢ ۱4 : القادر : الحليفة العبأسمى‎ 
Jé ¢CIFYT CITY ¢ NIT ¢ 111 € 1V ¢ AY 

قباذ بن فیروز : ملك الفرس : ۱۸ ۰ ۲۹ 

قرا جا الساقى : ملوك الساطان جد : PAY € YAY ¢ YAY‏ 


۳١ ¢ ۲۹ 4 ¶ ¢) 0 ¢ |۷ ¢ ۲ ¢ | : قرواش العقيلى‎ 
F1 ¢ Ye CIAYT ¢ IY ¢ YoY ¢ 18۸ 


قرس بن بدران : ٠٥۷‏ 

قزل آرسلان » السيع الأحمر : ۲۹۹ » ٣۷۲‏ 

قطب الدین مودود : ٣٦‏ 

قطر الندی = بدر الدج , 

للج آرسلان بن سلیان بن قتلمش : ۲۵۰ › ۳۷۲ ۳۷٣ ٤‏ 
القلقشندی : ٠۹۷‏ 

ڪ) 

الکانی بن نخر الدول د بن جھیں : ۳۳۸ ۲۳٣ ٤ ۲۲۹ ٤‏ 

کرد بن مرو : ٤4٩‏ 

کریة بنت السعید تاج الدولہ آہی طالب بن طاھ بن نباته : ٣۹۳‏ 

الکسای : ٢٠م‏ 

الکعو باری ے الکھو باری 


TA" : 


)م( 
مالك : الإمام ( رضى الله عنه ) : ٠۷‏ 
مامك پن ابی عبد الله د بن موسڭ : ۲٥۲‏ › ۲۹۲ ۰ ۳۹۳ 
مامك بن نصر الدول المروالی : ۱۸۳ 
الماوردى : القاضى آبو اسن على بن غد : ٠١١‏ 


۸ س 

مد ہن ایی الصقر : ۸ › ۷١‏ 

جد پن امد بن نظام الدین المروانی : ٠٣۳ » ۲٥۲‏ 
د اة : ٣٣‏ 

د بن داود بن کک : ۱۸۰ 

هد الدونی : ٣٠٥۰١‏ 

د العجمی : وز راللك دقاق : ۲۹۹ > ۲۷١‏ 

چد بن ران : غ ¢ ¢۵ 4٦‏ 

څد بن جود بن سبکتکین : ٧۳۷‏ 


CPE ¢ TV ¢ o ¢ ۲¢ : د بن ملکشاه بن آلب آرسلال‎ 
YA“ ¢ TAT ¢ TA! 


څد بن موسكڭ : ٣۰٣‏ ) ٢٥ل‏ 
د بن میکائیل بن سلجوق : ۱١۸‏ 


چد بن ناصر الدولة بن ام الدین المروالی : ٤ ۲٣۹ ۰ ۲٤۸ ٤ ۱۸٥‏ 
oo 6 o) 64 0%‏ 


چد بن زار بن المسانصر : ۲۹۸ : ۲۷۹ 

مود بن ایی الفوارس بن برهم بن نصر الدولة : ۲۵۸ 

مود بن برام بن آحمد بن نظام الدین : ۲٥١‏ 

joo ¢ TY © IT) مود بن سبکتکن‎ 

څود بن عل بن ایی الفوارس بن ا رھ بن نصر الدولة : o۹4‏ 
مود بن السلطان عد : ۲۸٩‏ 

گی الدن آ بو الحارث مهارش العقيلى : ٣هر‏ 


المرتضى بو القاسم بن بى ا جمد الموسوى ( أخو الشريف الرفى ) : 4 ¢ 


CY ¢ YY ¢ (| ¢ المستظهر بن المقشدى : ¶14 ¢ ۷ء۳‎ 
YAT ¢ TA ¢ Yo ¢ YEY 


٣۷۷ + ۳۷١ > ۳۹۸ ٤ ۳۹۷ ٤ ۲۰۱ : ) المستعل ( خليفة مصر‎ 


المطيع : “< 

معاوية بن يزيد : ٠١‏ 

معز الدول س أ بو السسن أحمد بن بوبه 

المعرلدین الله الفاطمی : ۱۲۰ ۱٠۳١ ۰ ۱۲۸ ٤‏ 

المقتدر بالله : ٠٣١‏ 

المقتدى بن الأمر ذخرة الدبن العبامى : ۴۷ ١ء‏ ٣إ‏ +¢ ٠“ ١۷4‏ 


6 TIE ¢ TEY ¢ TTA CYA ¢ I1 CFV C14" ¢ 140 
Ao * "¥ ¢ 


4٣ + ٣٤٣۲ ٤ ۳۸ › ۳۷ : ) المقتفى ( اللليفة العباسی‎ 

المقريزى : 4 »¢ ١ه‏ 

مكن الدين المصرى : ٠١‏ 

ملکشاه بن آلب ارسلان : ۱٩۹۷‏ ۰ ۲۸۹ 

املك العزيزبن بويه : ٠٤4٤‏ > ١٠ا‏ 

WVeVECAMY CTI +: 

م بن عیسکوه بن در باس بن عیسکوه بن نصر الدوله : ۲٣۱‏ 

نمهسد الدولة بو نصر المروانى : 4 +¿ ٠۸۰ ۰ ۷۹4 ) ۷۷ ¢ ۷٥‏ 


CAVA" CAT CAI CAA CAV CAST ¢ AE ¢ AY ¢ AI 
INE ¢ NT ¢4 CEE 1۴ 


المنازی : أحمد بن يوسف السلیکى : ٠١١‏ 
المنصور = أبو جعفر . 

منصور بن نظام الدین المروانی : ٧۷۳ ٤ ٥٩4‏ 
منکلان بن آفشین بن منکلان بن کف : ٣٣۳‏ 
ماکلان بن حسن بن نصر الدوله : ۱۸١‏ ۰ ۲۹۱ 
المهتدی العباسی : ۸ ۰+ ۸4 


— (| 

الممدب بن عمران : ٦4‏ 

TAI ¢ YA» ¢ FVe : مودود بن التونتکن‎ 

موسك بن آیی عبد الله جد بن موسك : ٤ ۲۹۲ + ۲٣۲‏ ۲۹۳ 

موسك بن شد بن کک : ۱۸۰ ۰ ۲۹۲ 

موسك ٻن د دکسير بن موسك بن منکلان ٻن آفشين بن ٬نکلان‏ بن كك : 
1۳ 

موسی بن متکلان بن آفشین بن منکلان بن کف : ۲۹۳ 

موسی ( الأمیږ) : ۲۹۹ 

موسی بن جعەر : ۲٤۲‏ 

موسی بن سلجوق بن دقاق : ۱١۸‏ 

موسی بن موسی بن جعەر : ۸۰ 
مؤ دد الدول* أبو متصور بن صفصام إلدول" : ٣‏ ء۷ 
میکائیل بن سلجوق بن دقاق :۰ ۱٥۸‏ 


مور سک ( المسنشر ق( Prof. V. Minorsky‏ : 14 


(۵) 


۲٠۲ ٠ ۲۰۱ : ناصمر الدولة” أبو المظفر منصور بن نظام الدن المرواہی‎ 
S$ TTT o TAS TFC ¢ YI ¢ YeoA GC Yoo ¢ Y4 
oV ¢ YEA ¢ YEV ¢ YF" ¢ Fo 


ناصر الدوله المدایی : oV‏ 
ناصغلى : ۱۷١ + ٠٦١‏ 


شار : ۲۸۰ 


۲ س 

جاح الحادم A‏ 

6 [o4 ¢ To" ¢ Foo ¢ Yo ¢ Fos : نج الدین الغازی ارسق‎ 
AE ¢ TAT ¢ TT ¢ 1 


اللسوى : على بن أحمد : ۷4۹ 


۰۹۲۰۹۱۰۸۳۰۷۹4 4 ۷۸ 6 ۲۰ : نصر الدولة آ جمد بن موان‎ 
CIV CIE CVF C1 C44 CAA 6C 40 CAE ¢ 4F 
CIF CITY CNV CNT CII ¢ 1°44 ¢ 1° 
CII ¢ IFA CIPI ¢ IF C1٩۹ ¢ IFA ¢ 1Y ¢ 1o 
C\ot COVA CIA CIEV CIENT C\to ¢CVEY ¢ 4 
“A ¢ IV ¢1 ¢ "o CIF CITY ¢ 104 ¢ 1^ 
C104 ¢ VA ¢ IVVY ¢ VV" € VT CIVY ¢ ¥*° ¢ 84 
¢ Yo" ¢C PIA CE TIV CE YY COYA CYA € 140 ¢ 14° 
3" ¢ TT ¢ PNY ¢ 

نظام الدولة : وز بر ملکشاه بن آلب أرسلان : ۲٤۵١‏ 


نظام الدین ابو المظغر بن الزعے بن جهیر : ۳۸ 


I“ 


۱۷۸ ٩ ۱۷۷ ۰ ۱۹۳۲۰ ۱٤۷ : نظام الدین بن نصر الدولة المروالی‎ 
¢ AA ¢ NAY ¢ 1A3 ¢ 1A0 © AY ¢ AY ¢ 14° ¢ 1۹ 
C YoY ¢ ¥ ¢ 144 ¢ 4A ¢ 4Y ¢ 1۹۲ ° 14) ¢ ° 
Po" ¢ TEA ¢ AIA ¢ Toe ¢ Toft ¢ Ye 

٤٣٣۱ ١ ۳۱۸ ٤ ۲۰۸ ٩ ۱۹۸ ۰ ۱۸۷ : نظام الملك (الوزے)‎ 
YY ¢ YY" ¢ YY C.F 

نوح ( عليه السلام ) : ۲١۱‏ 


)*( 
هرون | بلاج : fe‏ 
هبة أله بن جرجور الشادی : ۷هر 


— 4 س 


(1) 


CTASTTCY+ ¢1 ¢۸ ¢1 (o0 ¢ 4 6)  » آمد : د‎ 
CVT“ CoCo CET CPo CPO CY ¢ A4 
SAT CALC AT CAY CA! CVA CVV CGC Ve CVE ¢ VF 
ITIITA ¢ ITY ¢ PT ¢ To CITE ¢1" ¢ 1f ¢ 4Y 
\VVe1V"¢ {Vo é 1%V é 1eoA ¢ 10° ¢ IEA ¢ 1EV ¢ ل14‎ 
T16 TAT ¢4 144 ¢ 4F ¢ ۱41 ¢ ۱4° ¢ ۱1۷4 ۰ 
TMA‘ TNE é Toté YEY ¢ FTA ¢ FTYo ¢ Fo ¢ TIE ¢ 1۲ 

Y1 


آمل : ۷۰ 

٣ : آن‎ 

الأ باز ( ولاية فى بلاد الرج) r:‏ 

آبلستین : ۲۷۳ 

أخلاط ے ” خلاط “ 

Yo. C YE ¢ YEY ¢ 14° ¢ ۱۲1 ¢ £4 : أذر ان‎ 
٥١ ۰ ۱٦4 ۰ ۱۲۱ : ازات‎ 

آربل : 4) 

أزجان : ۵ه ) ۰۵ ) ٠۹‏ 


آرجیش ١إ‏ 


— o — 


TA C11 ¢ 40 ¢ 4¢ ¢ AF ¢ ¥ ¢ ۲4 : أرزك‎ 
Yoo ¢ Fo) € PFA 6 FF ¢ TYY ¢ 1A4 ¢ 1A3 ¢ 1۸° 
YAL ¢ TAT ¢ T34 ¢ TA ¢ ۹ 

TI CITY CAY CY) ¢ o ¢ ۲ ¢ ۲ : أرية‎ 
PIT ¢ TF IAT ¢ 114۹ 

اسثالبول = القسطبطنة 


CF ¢ ۲4 ¢ |0 ¢ A۲ ¢ 4| ¢ ۵٩ ¢ ۵۰ : |سعرد‎ 
VT ¢ ۹ 


۱)٣۳ ۰ ۱۱۲ : إاسفراین‎ 


۱۸۹4 ۰ ۱۸3 ٩ ۱۵١ ٤ 4۳ › ۷۰ : ) أصفهان ( وهی صان‎ 
YI ¢ TTA ¢ TTE o To ¢ °4 ¢ ۲۳°“ ¢ 14A ¢ 4۷ 
TAN ¢ TNE ¢ 


أقصرا : ۲۷۲ 
| کسفورد : د ¢ ۲۸ ) ١ه‏ 
الأنباں : ٣هر‏ 


أنطا کیة : ۳۹ › ۲۳۷ ٣۷۱ ۰ ۳۲۸ ٤‏ 
الأهوأز : ٠۷١ ٠ ٠١١‏ 
(ب) 
اب الابواب : ۲۰٦ ۰ ٩۷‏ 
اب الری : ۲٤١‏ 
ابودین : ۱4۲ 


۱٤۲ : باطری‎ 


۴ 


۲٦4 : باهمود‎ 


س ۳۹٣‏ س 


حاری : ۱۵۸ ۰ ۱۹۸ 


۲۸۰ ۰ ۲۹۸ + ۲۰۳ ٤ ۱۸۹ + ۱۸٩ : بدلیس‎ 


پرجیس : ١ے‏ 


رى : ١ ¢١‏ إإ 
اسا ( وهی فسا ) ; jor‏ 


سەت : ۳۳ 


البصرة : ۳ ١‏ 4هر 


البطيحة : ۳ +¢ ¢ ¢ م“ 


بعرین : ۲٣۰‏ 
بعلبك : ۳۹ 


PACVCYTE 6 + CAY C4 ¢) ¢ | : غدأاد‎ 
Jeo ¢ A™ ¢ Ao ¢ At °۹ 


T4 CoA ¢ o1 ¢ ۳ 


jJI+؟‎ é6 YI) ¢ ¥ 
jo ¢ TA * 84¥ 
JV é Ff 6 10۹ 
۲*1 ¢ 14A ¢ 141٦ 
YTA ¢ TTY ° 1۹ 
YVE é6 TE ° 

بلاد ابحبل : ١ه‏ 

بیس : ۱۱۸ 

0Y : اح‎ 

خسان : ۷١م‏ 


6 
ُ 


¢ 4 ¢ 


1۳ 
o 
h4 
۰4¥ 
۲۳۹ 
۲A۱ 


6 
م 
0 


TT ¢ * ¢ 1F 
|o ¢ {oo ¢ \of 
144 ¢ 1A1 ° ۱1۷1٦ 
Yo ¢ TIE ¢ 1F 
YEY é6 TEI ¢ F* 

Ae 


jo ¢ 
oY ¢ 
140 ¢ 
۲۱۹ ٭‎ 
4گ‎ < 


۷ س 

١١ : بوصیر‎ 

۱۹۸ ٤ 14۲ ٤ ۱١ ¢ ۱١۷ : بیت المقدس‎ 
۸۵ : سروت‎ 


ضا ء فارس : (١‏ 


۲١۷ : م‎ 


(١ : ریز‎ 

لیس : ۲¿ › ٩۷‏ ؛ ٣٣۰١‏ 
ریت : ۲۱۳۰۱۰۷ 

تل بنان : ۱4۱ » ۱٤۳‏ 

تل وپ : ۲۲۷ 

تل علوی : ۷۵ 

تل فافأان : إه ¢ ٠٠۳‏ 


(ج( 
حال القیق : ٩۷‏ 
اجزرة ( هى الى بن دجلل والفرات #اورةالشام ) :۳ ›» ۲۲ ٠‏ 
CI" CIP CVT ¢ o Cot Cor ¢ E4 ¢ FA ¢ A‏ 
CC TT™N™ é6 TTFo ¢ Ye C TA ¢ ۲+“ ¢ 1 ¢ oV ¢ 14°‏ 
TAY ¢ TAT ¢ PVA ¢ YoY ¢CFPEV ¢ FFo ¢ FFF ¢ ¥‏ 
جز رة أن عر : ٥ه‏ + ٣ ۰ ۵٩‏ 


g1 éz) : ورجا‎ 


A — 


جو س ۲١١‏ 
حول : ۳۷ 

(ح( 
حال : VAL 4 Y4 ¢ fof ¢ Vf‏ 
اجاز : ٢‏ 


ألدىثة : إو 6 0۷ 6 ۹إ 4¢ 
حدتة عانه : إو 

CYC PAC TPY CV ¢ 110 6|7 ¢ oF ¢ حأ : إ4‎ 
۳۲ + ۳۱۳ : حر‎ 
ل4١‎ ¢ ۳۱٣۳ : حصن زياد‎ 


CP CVT ¢ f+ ¢ > ¢ 01 ¢ 6 ¢ ۳۳ : حصن غا‎ 
VAY € 04 ¢ To ¢ FYE TIA ¢ TIT € FIle ¢ If 


VU CIGNA LVL GC VY ¢ 0| 6 ¢۲ ¢ | ¢ ۳4 : حلب‎ 
VVA 6 FV é6 YELL €4 TEY ¢ FY 


الل : و 
ماه : ۳۹ 6 )ي 
مص : ۳۹ ٤‏ إ4 ۳٠١ ٤‏ 


o) ® ae! حزال‎ 


— PPA = 
(څ)‎ 
VY ¢ Yo’ YFF ¢ YY ¢ oF : الحابور‎ 


C\PY CITT ¢ IPY ¢ YF ¢ 1°71 ¢ 1٠ : اراسان‎ 
FAT é6 TV ¢ 14" 6 10% ¢ 17° ¢ 104 € oo ¢ Vet 

رشن : ٥إ‏ 

خلاط : إ¢ ¢ 1 ° ¥۸ 4 ۳1| ¢ ۱۸1 ¢ 1۸4 ¢ 14“ 

PVA ¢ TVWV ¢ YVE CYTE CC 4F 

خوارزم : ۱۳۷ 

ل٥۲‎ ٤ ۱۰٩ : خوزستان‎ 


( د( 
دحل : Ce NY bC oeoAfA (CoN CC Of ¢ of ¢ o| ) ٥١‏ 
TAT ¢ TEV ¢ TTY CIAV ¢ VY ¢ AY‏ 
دجيل : ۲۱۳ 
ألدرد : o C(4 CC fF ¢ (Y۲‏ 


C144 CIA Co) CY ¢ | ¢ ۳4 ¢ : دەشق‎ 
YTA* ¢ FV\ ¢ Yo C YEY COYFV ¢ YP € Yee 


دنبل : ٩۲‏ 
دندانقان : ٠١٩۹‏ 
دوين : ۲۵۰ ۰ ۲۹4 


Col cor Cf CT ¢ ۲4 ¢ ۲% ¢ ¥ ¢ 1۸ : دار بک‎ 
CAFPCAMS VEL CVT CVT € Coq CoA ¢ o" 
CAV CAF ¢ AY ¢ 1° IFA CIYA CVA Cef 


(1) 


عه ٠ع‏ ص 


No CTI CPAIYT ¢ TINY € FY’ CG Y4 ¢ oA ¢ ۹141۳ 
CTE ¢ TTY COTTA ¢ YY ¢ YYo ¢ TYE CY ¢ FY! 
FVe ¢ TVY ¢ F4 ¢ TNA 6 Fo ¢ Fo: ¢ Fo 


CY CAF Co ¢ ¢+ ¢ ۲4 ¢ ۲۸ ¢ 1۸ : دپاررىيعة‎ 
PAV ¢ FFF ¢ FPV ¢ FIN ¢ +1° 


۱۲۹٤ ٥۲ ۲ ۲۸ : دار مضر‎ 


(د) 
رس الین : 4١‏ ¢ ۲ه ۲٣۲۷ ٤ ۱۹۵ ٤‏ 
ارحبة : ۳٣ ٠ ۲۳۹ ٤ ۱٥۹‏ 
أرقة : ۲د ¢ 1۳ ¢ 10 ¢ ۳٣۳ ¢ o۷‏ 
الرملة : ۱١١‏ + ۱۹۲ 


COTE CAIN CVA ¢ VE ¢ VF ¢ VY ¢ oF : اھا‎ 
VV ¢ YA ¢ FV ¢ Yé 


روسيا : د 
الى : ¢4 ¢ + ¢ 14 ¢ CYVs CVE ¢ 10% ¢ oo‏ 
AY‏ 
( س ) 
االساحل : ۲۲٣۲‏ 


سر من رای eV:‏ 


سعرد ۽ س إسعرد“ . 


س ۴١‏ .ب 
رفك : ۳۷ ¢ هلإ 

نڄار : ۲ه ¢ ۲۲% ¢ 4( ¢ AVY‏ 
سنجر را سان = ”سندار“ , 


VY: سیواس‎ 


) (ش‎ 
CVPTCNEOY ¢ fe CFA ¢ PY CYA ¢ YY ¢ Y : الام‎ 
oq ¢C YE ¢ TFV ¢ FFF CF ¢ 4Y ¢7 
٣٤١ : شاط‎ 


شبراز : ۵۲ ۰ ۲۸۲ 


شبرر : ۳۹ 


بور : ۲۹۸ 


طبرستان : ۱۷۲ ¢ ۲۷۰ 

طاریة : ۳۷۱ ۰ ۲۸۱ 

طرابلس : ۳۹ ۰ ۲۹۸ ۰ ۲۹۹ 

۲٣۹ ۰ ۲۳ + ۱۰۳ ۰ ٩۳ : طازی‎ 


طور عأبدن : 4ه ¢ ۵٦‏ ) ۷ه 


— 2٣ ج‎ 


)ع( 
ماله : ۷هل 
اعراق : + ¢ ۳۸ ¢ 44 ¢ “\e0 ¢ Ao CVE ¢ o Coo‏ 
lOê é \oY ¢ IFA ¢4 ¢OITA ¢ 1¥ ¢ 197‏ ¢ 10% “6 
fo ¢ FTYT ¢ YI ¢ 4F ¢ AV ¢ 1A3 ¢ ۱V7 6 1۹‏ ¢ 
A٦‏ 


(څ) 
نة : ١إ‏ ¢ ۳۷ ¢ 0٥ل‏ 

(ف) 
فار : ۲ ¢ YAY ¢6 \oY ¢ 1% ¢ 44 ¢ FY‏ 
الفرات : TV ¢ 101 ¢ A4 ¢ VFT ¢ T ¢ o۲‏ 


٠٣۷ : القامية‎ 


~E 
۲۲۷ : قرقبسیاء‎ 


۱۲١ : زوین‎ 


۳٣۲٣۲ ¢+ ۱۸١ ٤ إ۳(‎ : ٠١4 : الشطدطنة‎ 


قولیا : ۲۷۲ ؛ ۳۷۳ 
قسارية : ۰ ¢ ۷۲ 


(ك) 
کرماص : ٦ ٤ ۵٩‏ 
ردج ۾ 2 


6C ۹ 4 ¢ 
۳۹ fe ¢ 1+0 CA ¢ o®ه‎ ¢ ¥ ¢ + : الكرفة‎ 


PVE ¢ {VE ¢ to ¢ \ ¢ 


يدن ۽ د ¢ 


)م( 


YI ¢ of ¢ ۴V ¢ ۳" ¢ ۲۸ : مأردىن‎ 


۸۴ 
مازندان ¢ Ve‏ 
ما کسین : ۲۳۷ 


° 4 ¢ 


۲ 4 
۸۷ ۰ ۲۰۹ ۶ ۱٩۹۸ ٩ ۱۵۸ ٤ ۱۳۷ : ما وراء النر‎ 


ادل : ۲۲۷ 
المدان : 4١‏ 


~~ 4 


YAY ¢6 FA“ : صو‎ 

C11 CAT CAT CATCVI CEY ¢ (١ ¢٠ ٣١ : مصر‎ 
CITA ¢ 174 IFA ¢ \۲° ¢ 114-6 11A ¢ 1)1۷ ¢“ 11١ 
6“ AT ¢ IVT ¢ INV ¢ 10¥ ¢ e4 ¢ lo" é EF ¢ \¢| 
TV ¢ PVT CFA CC TNY CF * ¢ 14۲ 


المعدن : ٠١‏ ¢ إم 


۲۷۷ + ۲۳۷١ : المغرب‎ 

۲۰١۱ : مک‎ 

PVT ¢ FVY ¢ Yo’ ¢ FY ¢ ماطىة : 5إ‎ 

۲۷۹ ٤ ۱۹۰ ٤ ۱۸۹ ٩ ۱۸٩ ٤ 1۳۱ ٩ ٩۱ : منا زجرد‎ 
٣١٣ * منج : اي‎ 

CNet CPA CY CAV ¢ |¢ ¢ |۲ ¢ ١ +: المىصل‎ 
4 VY 6 “O 6 ON 6 “0% ¢ «® ¢ Of 6 oF ¢ 44A ¢ ل4‎ 
CIV CIEE CIT ¢4 ¢ I3 ¢ AF ¢ QAT ¢ A" 
CYT™ ¢ TFI ¢4 ¢ 1A4 ¢ Y۲ ¢ 11 ¢ eV ¢ 14۸ 
PAV ¢ TAY ¢ VE ¢ FV ¢ Yo ¢ $۷ 


۸4 ¶ ¢ 0 60 ¢ 0 0) 4 ميافارقین : د ¢ ھ 6 ل ¢ ح‎ 
CTECFTECTYCT CAIN Ve CIEE Ce 
CiNCWVe Po CTPFOCPY CY CTA CTA CV CY" 
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۽ النجوم الزاهرة فى ملوك مصر والقاهرة : القاھة . دار الكتب 


ان جر : أو اسن سبد بن امد 


ھ٠٣۸4 س 7 العر وديوان المبتدا والبر “ . القاهھرة‎ ٠ 
۱۲۷۱/۵۹۸۱ ۰۰۰ اہن خلکان : اہو امپاس آحمد بن رهم‎ 
۱۹٤۸ وفیات الأعیان “ . القاهة‎ ” 

ان الشحية : حب الدين أبو الفضل مد . |٠۸4١‏ 


م الأعلاق اللمطيرة فى ذ كر أمراء الشام وابزرة “ . المتحف 
ابر بطانی ۳٣۴۳‏ ہ Add.‏ 
وبودلیین | | کسفورد Marsh YY‏ 


ان شداد : يوسف بن افع AY.‏ 


مر ٣‏ : للد ۱۹۰۸ 


٠۹۳۲ القاهرة‎ . 


4 س فوا ن الاواون . 


1V | ® 1... 


اماد الکاب الأصفیانی : جد ن جد 44۷د هھ 
9 — ارق اشا : 425 B x. vol. TIT, Drune II, Yol, VY, Dnrsl,‏ 
ي تاریم السلجوقبین : باریس ۱۸۸۸ 


القلقشندی : ا بوااعہاس هد .< EIA | A AYY‏ 


۸ السلوك لمعرفة الدول والملوك “ القاهرة ۱۹۳4 س 4) 


الیعقویی . امد بن بی یعقوب بن جعفر بن وهب بن واک ۲۹۲ ۸| ۸۹4٩‏ 
٤ه‏ ”تاریم الیعقوبی“ ليون ۱۸۸۳ 


ەه ”کاب البلدان“ ليون ۱۸۹۲۳ 


ثم طبع هذا الكاب ف يوم ۲۷ ادى الأول سه ۳۷۹ 
( الموافق ۲۸ لوفر سلة 1۹۹ ( . 


عمد الفاح عمر 
عضو لس الإأدارة المنتدب 


الهيثة العامة لسشون المطابم الا"ميية 
|1 ۷= }=4 | 
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. Professor V. Minorsky makes frequent references to Ibn 
al-Azraq in his book entitled “ Studies in Cancasian History ” 
as well as in his various articles. (%) 


One of the most accurate British historians H.F. Amedroz 
«rote two very important articles devoted to the “ History 
of Mayyafãriqîn ”, in which he greatly praised Ibn al-Azraq,. 
Jf. Canard and Claude Cohen, also published some passages 
from, the “ History of Mayyafarign ” and quoted the Informa- 
tion contained therein. (%) 


It is evident from the preceding pages that Ibn alc 
Azraq’s works were considered by numerous historians to 
constitute a very important source of information. 


The mere fact that such famous people as Ibn Khalllkan 
and Sibt b. al-Jawzî thought it ft to draw their information 
from-lbn. al-Azraq.is a clear indication. of his reliability and 
efficiency .as a historian. His “ History of Mayyãfariqîn 18 
indeed a priceless and unique record the absence of which 
would have created an enormous gap in t! e Muslim history 
of Mayyalariqin. 


`` The writer of this book hopes that this work will serve 
a8 a preliminary step towards achieving his main goal which 
ı8 to see this valuable work on the shelves of every historian.’ 
bookcase, and he sincerely hopes that it may be his privilege 
to undertake the task of editing this interesting work, in 
lhe very near future. 


(1) See “* Studies in Caucasian History " pp. 79,87, 88, B5, 97, 106, 157. 


(2) Sra Caucassies in the History of Mayykfãriqln by Prof. V. Minorsky p. 27 
footnotes 4 and Ö, < ۰ 
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regarding, the above: There are many other instances 
of Ibn Shaddãd’s freqtent' reference to Ibn al-Azraq’s History 
for information. 


Irom what the. Writers mentioned in the preceding pages, 
Ibn Shaddaãd, can be said to have used införmation contained 
in Ibn al-Azraq  al-Fãriqî's work, . more than any other 
writer. who. used the. History of .Mayyaãfãriqîn fûr hié source 
of information. Nearly half of Ibn: §Şhaddãd’s work consists 
of the quotations taken from Ibn al-Azraq. Ibh Khallikãn 
alo made repeated though-notn.so numerous references. to: the 
information:containedcin Tbh al-Azrag’s. work, especiallyıwhen 
describing.:the: biographies:-of: thersArtuqid cand. the Marwanid. 
rulers. 


It'is evident‘that' Yaqût used: Ibn'al-Azraqg for hig source 
of ' Information’ or several ' occasions; though censiderably 
less than the writers mentioned above, while. Şibt b. al-Jawzî 
used ‘this source least’of ‘all. 


A, close examination of the works of those. authors who. 
used Ibn al-Azraq for their source of information will revcal 
that not all of them have admitted their reference to Ibn 
al-Azraq. Ibn Shaddãd anıd Ibn Khallikãn were the two 
writers who pointed out most of the quotations which they 
took from Ibn al-Azraq. Sabit b. Jawzl often stated that 
his information was drawn from the History of Mayyûafãriqîn, 
but not once did he mention the name of its author. Although 
1t is beyond doubt that Yaãpüt used Ibn al-Azrcaq’s quotations 
On Varlous occasions, he has at no time mentioned the 
origin of his quotations. 


There are fortunately several wasterm.scholnrs who have 
realised and appreciated tho value of this great historian. 


— 60 


Sib{ bÞ. al-Jawzî is another author who used Ibn al- 
Azraq’s work as the source of information for his work 
“NJir'ãtl al-Zaman’”’. He uses Ibn al-Azraq's quotations 
when describing the Lattie which was fought on the out- 
skirts of Tiflis between the forces of David the King of 
Georgia and those of the Muslim princes, when talking 
about the Kirg’s attitude towards the Muslim inhabitants 
of Tiflis, and the King’s tolerance of the Muslim people. 
DIbt Db. al-Jawzl qtotes Ibn al-Azraq’s words. 


Ibn Kkhalllkãn the well-known biographer, based a 
numker of his qrotations on. the information drawn from 
lbn al-Azraq’s History. When descriting the arrest and 
later on the relesgse of the Chief Qãdi Kamal al-Dîn 
al-Shahrazürî and of his brother Tãj al-Din Abû Tahir Yahya. 


When describirg the siege of Qal'at Jabar by ‘ImÃãd al- 
Dîn Zankî. when writing the biography of the Khatib ‘Abd 
al-Rahim b. Nabatah, when talking abcut AF ü a1-Qısin 
Mupammad and in vYaıious other instances, Ibn Khallikãn 
repeatedly uses Ibn al-Azraq’s work for his source of infor- 
mation. 


Ibn Shadcad frequently used Ibn al-Azraq’s work, as the 
source of information for his “ Historical and Geographical 
Description of Mesopotamia ’’, His desoription of Mayya! ãrIqîn 
{rom its very bcgirnirg, his account cf its towers, gate, 
churches, and of the governcrs who ruled it fron the Very 
early Muslim peıiod, up to the year 679 a.m. is identical 
with that ad in Ibn al-Azraq’s History. 


Lhe o of aretha and the desoription of Mayyaãfãriqîn 
under the Hamdanids and the Marwanids is very copy of 
Ibn al-Azraq’s words. In this case Ibn Shaddãd admits 
that Ibn al-Azraq’s work constituted his source of information 
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Another: example of his preference for “Live sources” 
can be seen in his account of the assassination of ‘Imad 
al-Din Zankî. He based the desoription of this incident on the 
personal report which he got from the chief Qãdi, Kamal 
al-Din al-Shahrazürî, who had participated in the slege of 
Qal'at Ja‘ bar. 


Another important feature of his work is the use of his 
own sources of iInforn:ation, 4.e. his experience which were 
of very wide nature owing to his countless travels and the 
various important posts which he held in his own country 
and. abroad, namey in Georgia andl Syria. 


Ibn a'-Azraq’'s preference for firs-hand information con- 
stlbutes a very va uab!e asset for his work. For one can 
hardly question the reliability of an account given by an 
eye-witness. Thus the statement found in Ibn a'-Azraq’s 
wort are most trustworthy and accurate. 


TEE Usmn OF IBNA Al-AZRAQ'S WORK BY OTHER WRITERS. 


As had been mentioned before Ibn al-Azraq’s work was 
used as a source by a great number of historians and 
biographers, such as, Ibn Khallkan, Yaqüt, Sib Db. al-Jawzi, 
Ibn Shaddãd, and others, who took from the History of 
Mayyãfãriqîm valuable information. which could not be 
found anywhere else. 


Let us gee to what extent did Ibn al-Azraqg’s work serve 
ad a source of mformation to various authors. 


It is quite obvious that Yaãqüt frequently uses Ibn al- 
Azrag’s work in bis (Mu‘jams), thorugh he does not admit it. 
There is no doubt that when writing about the History of 
Mayyaãfãxriqîn, for instance, or when talking about tke vizier 
Abî al-Qãsim b. al-Maglrabî. Yãqîüt uses quotation. from 
ouî authors History. 
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How FAR IBN AL-AZRAQ SUGCEEDED IN ACHIEVING HIS PURPOSE. 

A. thorcueh study of the His’ ory of Mayyaãlariqin reveals 
that Ibn al-Azraq had maraged to aclleve his am, tor in 
his werk ke gives a veıy vived picture cf the history of 
that famous town throughout the agis, beginning from its 
vary ris? up to his own tin e. 

Had Ibn al-Azraq not written tlis most valualle work 
we should never lıave been able to lkarn history of Mayya-= 
fariqh wilh such meticulous details as have bzen given by 
Ibn al-AÃAzraq who was able to provide most valuable infor 
mation based on lis own experience, for in thal work we 
find ntrmerous accounts of events which he hin:self had 
witnesse d. 


THE ÛORKOICE OF SOURCES BY IBN AL-AZRAQ. 


As las becn m ntloncd bcfoıe Ibn al-Azıaq bascd lis 
choice uf sources on Very sonnd foundations. Before select- 
ing the work le nıade sure that its wıiter hel! a prominent 
posıtin among ¢ ther histo:1ang. Fle al o took iııt conslrle- 
ration the arı.thor’s locality. Thus when writing about 
Baglidad, for instance, he relied cn the in"ormation supplied 
by Ibn Ab1 Tahir Trifûr who wa“ n native nf Bagl:dad. 

One of the Im:ost characteristic features of lis choice of 
information was lis preference for cffcial suurces, as was 
tle case, frr instance, when he was g.ving an account of 
the conflict between the Caliphs Dinstaraslid aud Rashid 
on cone side and the Bultãn¬n Mas‘ud on blıe other. Fle based 
his whole description on a& verbal report whicl was givn 
to bim personally by Ibn al-Anbari wlıo was long in the 
service of the Callphs fro:n Mus'azhir onwards in the Diwan 
al-Inshã’ ıelusing the past of vizier until hi d-ath in 558A. (3). 


(1) Or, 5, 808 fola, 1535, 186. 
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IBN AI-AZRAQ AS A HISTORIAN‏ 


Although Ibn al-Azraq’s name cannot be found in any 
of the biographical reference books, nevertheless Ibn al-Azraq 
can certalnly be classifed as one of the distinguished 
historlans of his time. From the early years of his life he 
took great interest in studying various subjects, such as: 
Literature, philology religion and above all history. For 
history, in those days closely associated with the study of 
the “Kladith ” and the study of history constituted an aid 
to the understanding of the principles of religion. It was 
the general opinion of most scholars of Ibn al-Azraq’s 
perıod, that il was the science of history, through which 
religions were made known to the people, and the traditions 
of the prophets and messangers were preserves, As has 
been mentioned before, Ibn al-Azraq was pious man, and 
il is only natural that he lay special stress on his study 
of historical works, which later on led him to embarking 
on. his own great work, 4.e. the History of Mayyafãriqîn. 
In order to evaluate Ibn al-Azraq’s contribution to history, 
il is essential to consider several points. 


Hrs PuRpOSM IN WRITING THEE HISTORY 
or MAYYAFARIQÎN. 


When Ibn al-Azraq undertook this great task of writing 
the History of MayyafaãriqIn, his cnly alm was to dedicate 
his worl to that fanmious city which he loved with all his 
heart and soul and in which he was bcrn and bred. lb is 
quite certain that he did not dedicate his work to any one 
particular person, as used to be the practioa of most writers 
in those days. 


His only incentive was his great devotion to his home 
town and he endeavoured to commemorate it in his work. 
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Ibn Shaddãd adopted the same attitude when deseribing 
the Ortoqid Dynasty, namely he took his information from 
Ibn al-Azraq’s work. In fact, the events described between 
the folios 66 and 104 in his manusoript are nothing else but 
a repetition of our historian’s work. 
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minor deviations. When ‘Amîd al-Mulk became tke ruler 
of Mlayyalãıiqîn on the order of the Sultan Malik Shah b. 
AJp Arslan, he was by no means tolerant where Ckristians 
falth Was concerned. Thus, says the unkmown author, 
when ‘Amîd al-Mulk heard the toll of a bell ringing from 
the monastery and calling the Christian inhabitants to 
prayer, he strongly disapproved of it. In this anger, he 
summoned his consellors and asked them where the toll 
was coming irom. On learning that it came from the monas-~ 
tery, he flew into a rage and exclaiming that i was nob a 
Christian but a Muslim land, he gave orders to have the 
monastery pulled down, whereupon, the Christian mhabitants, 
had offered 50,000 dinars to save that sacred edifice from 
destruction but their offer was ruthlessly rejected and 
‘Amid al-Mullk had the monastery razed to the ground, (7) 


lbn fShaddad’s description of the events which took 
place during the Marwğnid rule, corresponds from beginning 
till end with that found in the ‘“ History of Mayyafariqîn ”. 
When speaking about Naşr al-Duulah b. Marwan, lbn 
Slhaddãd quoted our author’s very worcls nm connection with 
the assistance offered to the exiled prince by the Khawajah 
Abû al-Qãsim, the ruler of Arzan. 


Again, his description of the conflict between the Amir 
Sa'îd b. Nasr al-Daulah and his brother Nizam al-Dîn () 
corresponds in every dotail with that given by Ibn al-Azrad. 

Another cxaraple of the stıiking similarity occurs in the 
course of his description of the vizier Fakkhr al-Daulah b. 
Jahr who acting on the order of Sultan Malik Skah 
attacked and captured Mayyûãfãriqîn ù 478 A.E. (1085 A.D.) 
and became its ruler. 

(1) See B.Df. Or. 5, 803 fol. 100 «, B,.If,. Or, 6, 310 fol. 7a and Bod. bla. Marsh 833, 
fol, 7O, 

(2) Or, 5, 803 fol, 1400. 
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This is only source of information regarding our auc 
thors full nare as beirg : Ahmad b. Yüsuf b. ‘Alî b. 
al-Azraq al-Fãziqî. For nowhere else is Ibn al-Azraq's name 
is given in full, at il has been quoted by this unknown 
author. Having carefully examined this manuscript one 
cannot help noticing strong resenıblance with the statements 
found in Ibn al-Azraq’s History. It would, in fact, be 
more accurate to say that the quotations are absolutely 
identical. 


Here is one exemple which proves the above theory. 
It occures when the author tells the story about Ibn 
Dimnah. Ibn Dimnah, says the author, was a porter. One 
day, when carrying a heavy load of grain he reached the 
walls of Amid where he stopped for a short while to have 
a rent. His gaze suddenly fell upon the wall which had 
partly been destroyed by the Caliph a1-Mu‘tadid during tle 
relgn of Abü Müsa ‘Isa b. al-Slhiakh. 


Whereupon he made a vow that should he one day by 
the grace of God become the ruler of Ãmid he would have 
the wall built up again. 


As the fate would have it, says the author, the times 
indeed had changed and the fortune’s wheel had turned im 
favour of the meek and humble. Tlus Ibn Dimnah’s wish 
having come true, he had the damaged wall made good as 
he had promised and he saw to the needs of the pPOOr 
and. distressed. (1) 


The following example constitute yet another proof 
that the same author had often looked for guidance to Ibn 
al-Azraq’s works, for the lines described below are almost 
identical with Jbn al-Azraq’s quotations, axcept for some 


(1) See B.M. Or. 5, 803 fol, 1262, B.BI, Or, 6, 810 fol. 965, and Bod Ms. Marsh fol, Gû, 


and the ‘Abbãsid dynasties. Further on he gives a full 
description of the three provinces of Mesopotamia, namely 
Diyar Bakr, Diyãr Rabi'ah and Diyar Mudar, their principal 
towns such as Amid, Mûrdin, Mayyafãriqîn, ete. and their 
chief towns such as Qal't Ja bar and Husn Kayfa. 


He then goes on describing Mayyafariqîn in detail, begin- 
ning from ils rige and giving an account of 1ts towers, gates, 
churches and of the governors who ruled Mayyãfariqin after 
Islam up to the year 679 A.E. 1.e. the date when this manus- 
oript was compiled. Heze it is clearly visible that the author 
bad imitated Ibn al-Azraq word by word and step by step. 
He says that Mayyãfãriqîn was a piece of waste land with 
a village on its border, with Lyüta atl 1ts head. 


He algo mentioned Marutha with his special devotion 
to churches and convents and his eagerness to have the 
bones of the Martyrs, who kad fallen in the Persian-Roman 
war, burled atl Mayyafaridin. 


The author goes on desoribing Marutha’s piety and kis 
succe's in “achieving his life-long desire, namely the peace 
treaty betwecn the Reman and the Persian Ümpires. He 
also mentions the financial and manual help which was £0 
rcadily afforded to Marutha on behalf of the Rorran and the 
Pursian Emperors, in bis endeavour to build bis towa. (1) 


Further on the author describes Mayyafaãriqîn under the 
Framdanicl's rule, particularly the glorious and prosp:rous age 
under the rule of Saif al-Daulah, the Hamdãnid. Then the 
description of the Marwãnid period follows. This corresponds 
in every detail with Ibn al-Azraq’s description, and the author 
hiroself admits that, saying that he took the quotations 
from Ibn al-Azraq’s works, (®) 


(1) Bod. Ms. Marsh 833 fols, 66b 68b and B.M. Or. Š, 803 fols 7%, 10%. 
(2) Bod. Ms. Marsh, 383 fol, 710, 812. 
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Ibn al-Azraq’s History in the course of his description of 
Mayyalãriqln n lis work which deals with the historical and 
geographical description of Mesopotamia the manuscript of 
which can be found at the Bodlleian Library at Oxford 
under Marsh 333. (1) 


Its author begins his description by giving a survey of 
he rulers of Mesopotamia in the periods of Prophet Muham- 
mad.’s successors, al-Khulafaã’ al-Rãagkidîn, the Ommayyad 


(1) This manuscript which was written in 679 A.H. (1280 a4.D.) consists of 140 folios, 
1,8. 280 pages of medium size. Ib is written in “ Naskh” on oream paper in blaok ink 
in very clear handwriting. Its headlines are witten with large letters in red ink. 'Thia 
manusoripî, Iİke many others, is full of grammatical and spelling mistalkes, Its margins 
contain some corrections nd bear many inscriptions writton in the Turkiah language, 
(See Marsh 333 fola. 300, 342, and 6ûa,j) There is no indication made throughoub the 
manugoript as to its title or its author's idendity, in. spite of the fact that there are no 
pağea missing oither at the beginning or at the end. Its deep and thoro ugh study reveals 
that tlre manuseript deals with the historical and geographicul description of al-Jazarah, 
1.e. Mesopotamin, beginning grom the tine of the Muslin conguest until 079 A.E. (1280 
A.D.) t.€. the date when the manuscript was compiled, (ce Marsh 333 fols, 11a and 1° dz). 
It scems that its uıauin subject is {he history of the Marwîinid and the Qrloqid fvnartics 
and the author very’ often refers to ln al-Azraq’s history, very oftonm entioning ouratûthor’s 
full nawe, the fat which is going to be dealt with wt length in tho third choptor of thls 
bool. One of the prominent Oricntalists F.H, Amedroz, attributes Lhiy manuncript t0 
tbe Katib ‘zz al-Din b. Sladlid al.Jalab', as being the second roluıne uf el-AÃ laq al-Kha- 
tirah f Dhikr ’Umar' al-Shãm wî-ul-Jazirakh, Amrdorz substaulLio tes Lig theory by 
the fect that the uıthor of the manuscript mentions on folol. 36 D. that hr: wrIola the “Sira 
al-Sulfin al-Atalelc al-Zuhir, Baibars tle Sullin of UgjTt. Ac tho author of the latter is 
boyond any doubt ‘Izz al-Din Lb. Sladdãd, hence, the logical conclusion tlıut lo wag ulso 
blıe author of the marmuıncript in quvrtion,” Tj romnins tu çivo an accourıt uf vhis authnr"s 
life. ‘Tyz al-Din 4bû 'Abd Allah Mulummad b. Sladdûad aul-ÃAnşûr! wWuş born in ulanb 
in. Lıe year O13 A.H, (1310 A.D.}], Fle was a nan of rewt culture and intrlligenne, Ilr 
Sluaddid wus tle autlıar of tho lifu of 1ha sultûn al-\Lalilk al-Zahir Baibars and uf û llistory 
of Halab, Ho had Lecn in the close attondanco on the Sultîn al-Mulil ul-Nigir Ys f, 
tho ruler of Halal, in 034-058 4.E. (12306-259 A.D.) and lıud gone on rnission from him 
to Eulagu and some other. Fle died in Cıuiro in the month of Şaler Û4 A.J, (1385 A.D.) 
and was buricd on tho foot of Jabal al-Muqattam. 


Later on, he settled in Hgypt and acquired position and respect at tle (Court of 
al-Malik al-fahir and al-Malik Manşûr Qalãwûn. See B.M. Or. 1540 ful. 30. 
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the issue of a new coin hearing the names of the Ualiph 
and. the Sultãn on one side, and the rames of “ Allah ”” and 
of the Prophet on the other, while the King’s name was on 
its border. There were numerous other examples which 
testifled King David’s goodwill towards the Muslims. He 
passed a law restricting the entrance to the public bath. for 
Muslims only. Furthermore, he ensured absolute protection 
of the Muslim population and allowed open praying and 
pronouncing the Khutbah on Friday for the Caliph and the 
Sultan. He also permitted “ Adhãn ’’ the dally call to prayer. 
To prove his genuine intentions, the Kirg went even as lar 
as attending services at the Mosque and leaving Yery 
generous sums of money for the Khatib and the Mu’ azzins. 


A. similar, though, far more detailed account of the above 
described events, can. be found in our authors History. (%) 


Another instance of Sibt b. al-Jawzî’s reference to Jlbn 
al-Azraqd’s worl occurs in his desoription of Abü al Qasim 
al-Hussain b. al-Maghrabîi the minister of Naşr al-Daulah 
the Marwanid. Here Sibt b. al-Jawzî states openly that his 
information. regarding Abü al-Aqsim’s will stating h1s wish 
to be buried in Kûüfa is in the “ History of Mayyafariqîn ” (%) 


IBN AL-AÃZRAQ AND IBN SEADDAD 


Apart from Ibn Khallikãn, Yãqüt, and Sibt b. al-Jawzî, 
there is another unknown author who had used passages from 


(1) Or. 5, 808 fol. 161a Or. 6, 310 fola, 102a, 1026, 1035, 10da-b, 


(2) See Or. 5, 803 fol, 135%, 136a, and Mir’ at al-Zamiãn Or, 4#, 619 fol. 210a. 

Although Sib b. al-Jawazî does not mention the name of its author, i is quite 
obvious that he has Thn al-Azraq in mind for no other author has written a book bearing 
this title, 
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wish to be buried in Küfa, Yaqût took the description from 
Ibn al-Azraq’s History. (^) 


ÎBN 4L-AZRAQ AND SIBT B. AL-JAWZÎ 


Sibt b. al-Jawzî 1s another historian who based descrip- 
tion of the conflict between king David of Georgia and the 
Muslim rulers (%), on the information drawn from Jbn 
al-Azraq’s History. He describes how the Muslim inhabitants 
of Tiflîs, having suffered various injustices at the hands of 
King David, sought protection from Nujm al-Din and other 
Muslim rulers. They met with the ruler’s wholebearted 
suppor but unfortunately thelr forces were inadequite to 
lace King David's eremy. King David on hearing of the 
rebellion and that the Muslim armies were approaching 
Liflls sent his forces to meet them. Thus a fierce battle 
took place on the outskirts of Tiflîs in the year 516 A.E. 
and i resulted in complete Muslim Plight. King David in 
his fury took his revenge by setting in flames the wholê 
of Tiflis. 


After some time, lıowever, the king repented his rash 
action. and to Jcsson his guilt and case his conscience he 
decided to reward the Muslims by acceeding to their various 
requesis and issuing various law in their favour. An out- 
standing example of this was the prohibition of swine 
slaughter in the Muslim quarter of the city. Another major 
1aetor which proved his tolerance of the Muslim people was 


(1) Or. 6, 810 fola, 45h40. 
(2) Mirê al-Zamãn Muh, 280 A, 7 p. 62 Cambridge Library«a 
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mission, he was magnificently rewarded. For the Emperor, 
whose joy was beyond the power of description had offered 
to grant any request or wish that Marutha might express. 
Whereupon, refusing all material reward, Marutha expressed 
his desire to see peace between the persian and the Roman 
Hmpires. This wish was instantaneously granted by the 
Hmperor and a life long truce between the two emperors was 
duly signed. Then Yãqüt goes on describing how having 
brought about this tremendous achievement, Marutha went 
even further and when the opportunity presented itself, asked 
the Hmperor’s permission to collect the remains of the Christian. 
victims of the war and have them, transferred to his coun- 
try. “Again ’”, says Yãqîüt, ‘“ The persian Emperor had acceded 
to Marutha’s wish.” Further on Yaãqüt tells how the Homan 
Hmperor on hearing the marvellous news expressed his desire 
to reward Marutha as well. Thereupon Marutha, asked for per- 
mission to build a town where his fellow men and his live-stock 
would dwell in peace, And this, llke his preceding achleve- 
ments had been crowned with. success. Thus step by step & 
new town was fast emerging from the stretch of waste land 
which was destined to be later know as Mayyêîariqîin. 


The above passages give only a brief survey of the events 
described at length in Yãqüt’s book “Mu'jam al-Buldan ”. 
On. comparing Yãqüt’s description of the above with that 
found in. Ibn al-Azraq’s history one cannot help noticing the 
striking resemblance between the two authors. In fact, all 
the passages dealing with. the origin of Mayyafãriqîn are abso- 
lutely identical. () 


It is quite obvious that when describing in his piographical 
dictionary—Mu' jam. al-” Udabã’—the story of vizier Abû al- 
Qasim. al-H'ussein b. al-Maghrabi in connection with. the latter’ s 


(1) Mu'jam al-Buldãn, Vol. VI pp. 703-708. 
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prophecy come true, as in the 476 A.H. Ibn Jahîr was sent 
by the Sultan MalikSkhãk to capture the Marwanid Kingdom, 
which in fact he did (%). 


IBN AL-AZRAQ AND YAQÛT 


Although Yaãqüt nowhere admits himself that he had 
looked Into Ibn al-Azraq’s works for guidance, it is quite 
obvious that some of his description are based on the works 
of our author, (%) When reading Yaãqüt’'s books Mu jam 
al-Buldan and Mu'‘jam alUdabã’ one occasionally notices a 
striking similarity between his words and those of Ibn 
al-Azraqd. For instance, his description of Mayyafaãriqn up 
to the time of the Dluslim conquest of the latter, ig one of 
the most vivid examples of the above described character- 
istic feature of Yãqüt’s works. In fact, parts of his descrip- 
Ion are almost identical with those found in Ibn al-Azraq’s 
work. Let us take Yaãqü’s account of Mayyafãriqîn. Yãqüt 
writes in his description of Mayyafãriqîn that originally 1t 
was just a piece of waste land and with a small village 
around 1t. Then he goes on to say how Marutha on having 
become its ruler on the death of hig father, had won himself 
great popularity and respect. “But”, says Yaqüt, “His 
rule was not an easy one, his peace being disrupted by 
continuous clashes between the Persian and the Roman 
Hımpires ”. Furthes on he describes that Marutha who was 
reputed for his wisdom and healing power, had been asked 
by the Persian Emperor to save his daughter’s life which was 
fast ebbing away in spite of the fact that she was attended 
by the most skilful physicians and the wisest of scholars 
and. priests of the land, and how having succeeded in this 


„1) Ibn Hhalikkãn (ed. Cairo 1298 4m.) Vol. Il, p. 87, 
(2) Or. Š, 803 fol. 7a. : 
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his life, till he died on the 29th of the month o BShawwal 
453 A.E. (Nov. 1061 A.D.) and was buried in Masjid 
al-Muhdathah or in the castle of al-Sidilli, whence his body 
was later removed to the vault of Bani Marwan, adjolming 
the Mosque of al-Mukdathah (). 


In the biography of Abû Naşr al-Manãzî Ibn Khallıkãn 
quoted Ibn al-Azraq (2%) again, when he said that Abû Naşr 
was a prominent post who visited Constantinople on several 
occasions on behalf of his ruler. He possessed a very valu- 
able library which he endowed to the Mosque of Amid and 
the Mosque of Mayyafãriqn. The books known as the 
books of al-Manãzî have been preserved in the two Mosques 
until this day, says Ibn Kkballikãn. (%) 


Ibn Kkhallikãn’s story relating the visit of an astrologer 
at Naşr al-Daulah’s palace, is very much the same though 
not so full of details as Ibn al-Azraq’s version (%. This is 
what Ibn Khallikãn writes 


‘By some miraculous coincidence an astrologer happened 
to call at Nagr al-Daulah’s palace. In the course of telling 
the Prince’s fortune, the stranger told the Prince that one 
of his favoured courtiers was going to prove a snake in the 
grass and try to snatch the Prince’s kingdom from. his sons. 
Having contemplated for a while what he had heard Naşr 
al-Daulah raised his head slowly pointmg to Ibn Jahîr and 
saying ‘If your words be true, this must be the man ًٌ 
Then approaching Ibn Jahîr, the Prince begged him to have 
pity on. his sons. As history proved later the astrologers 


(1) Ibn Kkallikãn (ed. Cairo-1299) Vol. I p. 70. 
12) Or. 5, 803 fol. 134} and 135a, Or. 6, 310 fol, 440, 
(3) Ibn Khallikãn, (ed. Cairo 1299 Az.), Yol. J, p« 55. 
(4) Or. 5, 803 fol. l4la. 
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side two very brilliant ministers. One of them was Abü 
al-Qãsi1m al-Husain b. al-Maghrabî the former vizier of the 
Fatimid Caliph of Egypt, who had given up his position to 
come and serve the Amîr Nasr al-Daulah. The other one 
was [bn Jahîr (). Thus he ruled bis country and enjoyed 


(1) Fakhr al-Daulah Abü Naşr Muhammad b. Jabãr was born in Mausil in the year 388 
4.E. (1007 4.D.) He spent bis youth in Mauşil and in the later years went to Ãleppo 
to take up an administrative post there. After some time, he gare up his posb and went 
to live in Amid. He remained there idle until Prince N aşr al-Daulah the Marwanid the 
ruler of AlayyÃtãciqn and Diyãr Bakr, appointed him a ministor in his government, 
whereupon Ibn Jahr left Amid for Mayyaãfariqîn, Ibn Jahir retained his post until 
Frince Naşr al-Daulah’s death in the year 453 4.E. (1061 A.D.) 


When Prince Nizêm al.Dîin succeeded his father, Nasr al-Daulah he confirmed Tbp 
Jabîr's position and eren strengthened it in some respects. But Ibn Jahîr’a appetite 
was by DO means satisfied. 


His ambitions increased from day to day, and he set his heart upon becoming a minister 
bo the ‘Abbasid Caliph al-Qã'im, Acheiving such high aim wanted careful planing and 
a lot of taot, forwhile trying tc bring about his desires, Ibn Jahîr had to be most careful 
about keeping his plane dark, lest Prince Nizãm al-D'în the Marwand should learn about 
them too soon. So taking every procaution, Ibn Jahîr conımunicated rcgularly with the 
Caliph al-Qaã'm Bagldãd, and many a valuable gif had been sent to that address. 


Lt waa not lorg before he was able to reap the results oflis sowing, and so, one duy” in 
year #3 A.E, the " Kaqib " Ibn Tirad al-Zninabi a mersenger fronı the Caliph arrived in 
Miaygafiriqîn, to tell Ibn Jahîr that he had been appointed a minister of the Caliph at 
the “Abbasid Court and was to leare for PngsldÃãd ab once. Tnder the protence of going 
to sce Nizim al-Uln off, Ibu Jahr left BayyalarIqin for Daghdüd, 


Wlen Prince Nizam al-Din realised what had happened, le sont his guards to 
retrievo lim, but, alas, ik was too late. 


When tho Caliph al-Qa’im died, his grand son wi-iluqgtadli became his succossor This, 
however, did not immediately alter Ibn Jahir’# position But gas the years went by Ibn 
Julılr ft iinto disfarour, through tle intrigue of the Sultan Malik Shah's minister, Nizîm 
al-«Alull; who was very anxirıus to secure the position held by Ibn Jal ir for Ibn Jabîr’s 
gon Amîd al-Dauluh who was to become his future son-in law Thus, Ibn Jahîr was 
relieved of his post by the Culiph al-Mugtadi, who had at the same time appointed “Amid 
al-Daulah to take up his father's post, After lis dismissal, Ibn Jahkîr went to the Sultan 
Malik Şhakh in the year 473 4.E. Consequently, the Sultan hac given iim the task of 
attacling MayyÃã{ãriqin and Diyãr Balrr, whioh he did very stovessiully, capturing May» 
yãîãriqîn in the year 479 A.F., and seizing the treasures of the Marwanid's. 

Three months prior to that, Ibn Jahlr’s son Abi Al-@Qãsim Za’im al-Ru’ asî’ had taken 
the town of Amid. In the year 489 A.K, Ibn Jahtr captured Nassibin, Mogul, Sinjar 
al-Ralbab, al-Kjabüûr, Diyar Bakr, eto., and he became, by Sultan’s orders, the ruler 
of all thoge lands. Thus it vouid seem that Ibn jabîr had reached his life-long ambition, 
for now he was indeed at the top of the ladder. Unfortunately, he wes unable to enjoy 
this for very long, for he died in the montlı of Rajab or Muharram 483 A.E. (1090 A.D.) 
He was buried on “ Tall-Tarnbah ’’ facing dEaugil, 

Scu Ibn Ehullikan Tol. IL pp, 80-9. H.IL., Or, Û, 310 fols. 7a, 49b. 
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sayes in his History of Mayyafaãriqîn writes Ibn Khallikãn ’’ 
that al-Hijjah was born on. the 9th of Rabî' I 258 a.#. (^) 

Ibn Khallikãn goes on to say that Ibn al-Azraq also 
mentions another probable date, namely the eighth of Sha ‘ban 
256 A.E., whirh he deems to be the more exact of the two. 
He then gives the age of al-Hijjah at the time of his 
disappearance into the Sardãb ‘“‘as either four, or five, or 
even seventeen. 


When dealing with the life of Abü Sa'd Muhammad b. 
Yahya al-Shaãf‘'î, Ibn Khallikãn quotes Ibn al-Azraq’R state- 
ments which gives the date of Abü Sa‘d’s death as 553 A.B. 
(1158 4.D.) “But”, says Ibn Khallikãn, “TLis date is not 
correct as Abü Sa'd died as a martyre in Ran:adan 548 A.H. 
(1056 A.D.) during the flighting between the Sultan Sanjar 
and al-Ghuzz who captured Naigabûr, Here is another 
example showing how Ibn Kpballlkãn based most of his 
clesctiption of Amîr Naşr al-Daulabh the Marwaãnil on ths 
statements drawn. from Ibn al-Azraq’s History of Mayyafazri- 
qîn (%). Ibn Khallikãn goes on to quote Ibn al-Azraq 
as saying that Nasr al-Daulah never confiscated private 
properlles except in one case only. Although the prince 
was Very Valn and indulged in pleasures, he had very good 
qualities as a ruler and he never neglected his relgious obliga- 
tions, nor Cid he orıce miss his ““ Salat al-Subh ”—-the prayer 
of the dawn—in spite of the fact that he was greatly given 
to worldly enjoyments. The example given being he had 
no less than 360 Jariyahs—concubinez=—one for every night 
of the year. In spite of bis vices he was a very conscientious 
man and his time-table was so arranged as to enable him to 
enjoy himself without the least harm to or neglect of his 
daily duties. He was very popular and was glorified by 
many a poet. He was ex!remely fortunate to have af his 


(1) Ibn Khallikên (ed. Cairo 1299 A.E.) Vol. I p. 571 and Or. 5, 803 fol. 103l. This 
date however, is in consistent with that originally found in Ibn al-Azraq's History. 
Indeed among various probable dates, he does mention the 9th of Rabî II, and not 
Rab!" I was quoted by Ibn Kpkallkûn. 

(2) Or. 5, 803 fols. 140b, 1414, and 142 Û, and Or, 6, 310 fols, 524 53a and bda. 
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while Alp Arslan proceeded at the head of his army towards 
Nauşll. On their arrival at Sinjaz, Alp Arslan became 
somewhat suspicious and endavoured to escape but was 
caught by some of his soldiers. In the meantime, the plot 
vers, among them Qãdi Kamal al-Dîn and minsier Jamal 
al-Dîn hed sent a wod to Saif al-Dîn Ghãzî who had then 
been residing at Shahrazür, a town which was given to him 
by Sultan Mas‘üd the Seljukid as an Iqtã' urging him to come 
to Mauşll post has and succeed the late ‘Imãd al-Din Zankî. 
Wereupon, Ghãzî having established himself the master of 
Mauşil, had Alp Arslan on bis arrival in Mausll, arrested 
and. imprisoned in the Qal'at al-Musil. Having thus done 
away with Alp Arslan, he started reorganizing his empire, 
his first steps being, the recovery of that part of Diyar 
Bakr which had once belonged to his father. (2) 


¥ 
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When writing biography of the Khatîb ‘Abd al-Rahîm 
b. Nabaãta, Ibn Khallikãn says quite openly that Ibn al-Azraq 
was the only historian who supplied information regarding 
the Kkhatib’s date of birth and the date of his death. Accord- 
ing to Ibn al-Azraq's statement the Khatib ‘Abdal-Rahim 
b. Nabãtah was born in the year 335 A.E. (946 A.D.) and 
he died in the year 374 A.H. (984 A.D.) at Nayyafãriqin 
and was buried there. (%) 


¥ 
¥ ¥ 


Again when describing the biography of Abü al-Qãgim 
b. al-Hasan Muhammad al-‘Askarî, generally known al-Hi]]ja, 
he seems to be uncertain about al-Hijja’s date of birth. Hav- 
Ing quoted numerous versions he finally refers to Ibn al-Azragٌ8 
History and quotes the dates found there. ‘““Ibn al-Azraq 


(1) Ibn Khallikãn, (ed. Cairo, 1299 a.z.) Vol. I pp. 241 and 507 and Or. 5, §03 
fol, 171b, 175a. 


(2) Ibn Khallikãan, Vol I. 571 and Or. 5, 803 fol. 121a. 
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Ibn Khallikãn goes on to say that after Zankî’s death 
the cheif statesmen among them the Vizier Jamãl al-dîn (*) 
and al-Qãdi Kamãl al-Dîn al-Skahrazürl assembled to 
discuss the newly arisen situation. as they feared that Alp 
Arslan, the son of the Sultãn Mahmûd, might seize the 
opportunity and become the ruler of Maugil himself. They 
were determined to prevent this by hook or by crook, but 
took every precaution. to keep their intentions secret. ‘Thus, 
they went to Alp Arslan’s tent and approacged him in 
very friendly terms pledging themselves as his one faithful 
subjects and servants, lest he should suspect thelr plot. 
They army then split in two. One part of it headed by 
Nûr al-Dîn Mabhmüd b. ‘Imãd al-Dîn Zankî going to Syria 


(1) JamÃãl al-Dîn Abü Jafar Muhammad al-Aşfhin! was a minister in the government 
of Qütb’'al Dîn Maudûd. He was 2 very important personality, but in later years be fell 
into Qütb al-Din’s disfavour and had even been. imprisoned for one year on Qûtb al-DiIns's 
orders. 'The minister JamÃl al-Dîn had « reputation of kindness and genrosity second 
to none, Ko other person in those times had been responsible for so many good deeds 
aa Jamûl al-Dîn. The Mosque al-Haif at Mina had been renovated on. his ordera. He 
had “al-Eijr" built neer the Kabah “and the Kabah laid out in marble ard decorated 
with various designs in gold. He had of course, obtained permissionof the Caliph. al-Mutq- 
tafi and the Ruler of Mecca to carry out the above works, The mosque situated on the 
Mount of Arafat hed algo been renıembered by Jamãl al-Din and had been conıpletely 
redecorated. He also had some steps built, to provide easier aocess to the Mosque. 
Jamãl al-Dîn was a very shrewd man, and he devoted all his life to benefiting mankind. 


Ié grieved hima to see how the pilgrim going to Arafat used bı suffer owing to the laolk 
of water there. And so Jamãl al-Dîn had seen to it, and soon the water from. Zumzam 
well “in Mesca was running through and underground tunnel direot to "Arafat. He 
lay a great stress on due respeob being paid to sacred places, and so he had a wall 
buillb round prophet Muhmmad’s town to mark bhat holy place. 


He crowned his good deeds by a mokt marvellous feat, which was the building of wo 
magnificent bridges. One was built on the river Armada and the other was erected on the 
river Tigris at “Jazirah Ibn. ‘Omar’. ‘The latter was made of cut stone, iron and lead. 
Unfortunately, he was nob deemed to see that great achievement of his life accomplished, 
for he died in the year bO 4.E. (1163 A.D.) while the bridge was atill undea construotion. 
He was buried in Mosul, bub bis body was later on removed on Asad al-Din Şhirkuh’s 
orders, and reburied near prophet Muhammed’s torb. This was done according to the 
arrangement between Asad al-Din §brkuh and Jamãl al-Dîn when the latter was still 
alive, They had promised each other, that whoever surveived longer, he would see to ths 
body of the other to be duly buried in the ground of Prophet Muhammad. Šee Ibn 
al-Atjîr (ed. Cairo 1290 A.K.) Vol. Û pp. 124-25. - 
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asking for their reprieve. The Caliph’s request was partly 
granted and from the onwards Kamãl al-Dîn together with 
his brother Taj al-Dîn were transferred from the citadel to 
their homes, and were kept under house arrest until Saif 
al-Dîn Ghazî’s successor Qutb al-Din Maudüd ordered their 
complete release. Their respective sons were then arrested 
and. kept in prison as hostages for their freed fathers. 


Ibn Kkallikãn goes on to say how Kamãl al-Din 
al-Shabrazürî and his brother went to Qutb al-Dîn Maudüd b. 
Zankî and finding the Prince on horseback, they went up 
to him without their Tarahas (2) to express condoleances on 
the prince’s bereavement as well as their congratulations 
on his accession, Whereupon the Prinee got of his horse 
and received their condolences together with their congratula- 
tions. The formalities being over, they all mounted again 
and. the Prince proceeded home flanked by the two brothers. 
From that time onwards, the Chief Qadi Kamal al-Dîn and 
Ta] al-Dîn regulary rode out in the Prince’s train (%. 


Again while describing the siege of Qal‘at Jabar Ibn 
Khallikan is guided by Ibn al-Azraq’s work. He describes 
how ‘Imãd al-Din Zankî was at the point of capturing Qal'at 
Ja bar wlıen he was brutally murdered by one of his Mam- 
luks on the eve of the 15th of Rabî II 541 A.H., %6. 
the 22nd September 1146 A.D. 


(1) Official uniform worn by Qûdis in those days. 


(2) Ibn Khallikên, (ed. Cairo 1299 4.E.) Vol. I, p. 508 and Ûr, 5, 803 fols, 179e, 
1730, and 174b, 


WORKS OF IBN AL-AZRAQ USED AS SOURCES 
OF INFORMATION BY VARIOUS WRITERS 


Ibn al-Azraq’s manuscripbs served as a source to nume- 
rous authors, Some of them copies complete passages from 
lbn al-Azraq’s work, while others varied them sometimes 
by omıttmg some of Ibn al-Azraq’s lines, or quoting his 
statements n a different order or else by adding a few 
sentences of their own. Ibn Khallkan was one of those 
who adopted the latter attitude, while such writers as 
YXaqüt, lbn Shaddad and Sib Db. al-Jawzî preferred 
the former. 


IBN KHALLIKAN AND IBN AL-AZRAQ 


In the following pages we shall endeavour to compare 
the work of Ibn Khallidãn in his great biographical dictionary 
‘“Wafayãt al-A.‘'yãn””, how the above theory has been applied 
in practice. ۰ 


Ibn Khallikãn follows Ibn al-Azraq’s pattern in describ- 
ing the story of the arrest and later on the release of the 
Qãdîi Kamãl al-Dîn al-Sharazürî and his brother Tã] al-Din, 
Abüû Tahir Yahya. He tells in his book “Wafãyat al-A yan” 
how the two brothers on the order of Saif al-Dîn Ghaãzî had 
been imprisoned in Qal'at al-Maugil - the citadel of Mauşil. 


While N ajm al-Dîn who had been The Qadî of al-Rahba 
was appointed the Qãdî of Mauşil and Diyar Bakr in place 
of The Qãdî Kamãl al-Dîn. The brothers remained In prison. 
until the Caliph Muqtafî approached Salf al-Din Ghazı 
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Here Ibn al-Azraq became independent as far as sources 
are concerned. For in this part he relies solely on his own 
sources of information, namely, the events which he himself 
had witnessed or which had been related to bim by Various 
eyewitnesses. That is the reason why this is the most 
valuable part of his work. 


I is evident that Ibn al-Azraq was most consciencious 
and highly serupulous in inserting quotations from various 
books which he used as his sources of information. He 
thoroughly examined every line which he was going to 
quote and he did not hesitate to challenge the truth of 
those quotations whenever he had found them to be wIONng 
or clashing with the general opinion on the statement in 
question. 


Here is an example of Ibn al-Azra qs critical approach 
o some of the quotations which he deemed right tn insert 
in his work, 


When talking about ‘Alî b. Abü Talib’s tomb he points 
out to the erroneous statements made by al-Shimshaãtî in his 
book “Kitab al-Mauşil”, according to which ‘Ali b. Abî 
Faãlib’s place of burial remains unknown, Here Ibn al-ÃAzraq 
states that contrary to al-Shimshãti's version it is beyond 
doubt that ‘Alî b. Abû Talib was buried in Kufa. "There 
18 however no indication of the exact place where he had 
been laid to rest, (1) 


i igen 


(1) Ine Or. 6, 803 fol. 85a 


—_ 49 


commentators of their time, their main feature being the 
interpretation of the verses contained in the Holy Qur ãn, 
which frequently referıed to the Haãshimites. 


Ibn. al-Azraq uses Abü al-Faraj al-lşfahanî’s al- Aghaãnî, 
when he deals with the revolting ways of living, practised 
by some caliphs of Banü ’Omayyad. For Abü al-Fara] wis 
one of the most reliable historians to furnish information 
on the debauchery which prevailed in various courts. 


The second part of the History of Mayyafariqîn according 
to our division begins with the ‘A.bbãsid Caliphate, 4.e. fol. 85a 
and ends with. the appearance of the Marwanids 4.e. fol. 1224. 
Ibn al-Azraq’s main sources for this section are: Kitab 
al-Ma‘'arif by Ibn Qutaibah, al-Awraq by al-Süli, Ta’ rıkkh 
al-Sabî', Kitab Baghdãd by Ibn Abî Tahir Taifür, Ibn 
al-Shajari. When referring to the his‘ory of the ‘Abbãs d 
Caliphs, their luxuries and wealth, Ibn al-Azraq very rightly 
seeks information in the “Kitab al-Awraq ” by al-Şül and 
by al-Sabî? in Ta’rîkh ‘““al-Şabî'”. For, owing to their 
reputation. as men of unusual talents, and their close 
contacl with gome of the ‘Abbasid Caliphs — al-Şüll was 
a great personal friend of the Caliph al-Raãdi. They were 
able to give most trustworthy accounts of the ‘Abbasid 
Caliphs and their possessions. 


Ibn al-Azraq makes repeated references to Ibn Qutaibah 
words, particularly to his book entilted Kitab al-Ma'arif, 
both in the frst and the second section of his work, 4.e. 
the frst half of his History of Mayyafãriqin. ‘This of course, 
ja nob surprising, as Ibn Qutaibah was among the best 
authorities on general history. 


The third part, 1.e. the second half of Ibn al-Azraq's 


work contains the Marwãnid and the Artuqid dynastles. 
(fols. 121a — 200) completely independent. 
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When Ibn al-Azraq talks about the Caliph Marwan b. 
Mukammad’s place of death he quotes the indentical words 
of lbn Qutaibah (l). The same occurs when he speaks about 
the rise of Baghdad (#). Here, again he repeats the words 
of Ibn Qutaibah, namely, “Abü Ja‘far al-Mansür founded 
Baghdãd in A.K. 146.” 


A. careful examination of the sources in order of their 
use by lhn al-Azraq in his History of Mayyafãriqîn reveals 
quıte clearly who he had used them in this particular order. 


The History of Mayyafãriqîn can be devided into three 
parts as far as the various sources of information are con- 
cerned. 


The first part, 4.e. from folio 8-85, contains the full 
description of the early Muslim conquest in the time of 
al-Khulaphã’ al-Rãskhidîn and the Omayyad Dynasty. His 
maln sources for this part are: Futüh al-Buldãn, by 
al-B:ladhurî, al1-Ma'‘ãrif by Ibn Qutaibah, al-Tafsir al-Kabir by 
al-Tha'labî, and al-Aghãnî by Abû al-Faraj al-Işfahanî. 


When de’cribing the wars which took place between the 
Persians and the Muslims and the conflicts between the 
Persians and the Romans, Ibn al-Azrnq refers to al-Baladhurî 
and al-Dinawarî, who could rightly be regarded as the frst 
authorities in those early stages of Islam. Whenever, Ibn 
al-Azraq speeks about and glorifies the Hãghimites, he 
makes repeated references to the ‘““Tafsirs” of al-Tha‘lbi, 
al-Wahidi and al-Subai'î, because they were the greatest 


(1) See Kitãb al-Ma'arif p. 189 and Or, 5, 803 fol. 82a. 
(2) See Kitab al-Ma'ãrif p. 199 and Or. 5, 803 fol. 882, 
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Having described the above episode, al-Dinawarîi gces 
on with his narrative relating the events which took place 


in the course of fighting between Shahanshãd of the Turks 
and the Persian King. (1) 


Let us now examine Ibn al-Azraq’s version of the 
same occurrences and see how much il varies from the 
original version. This is what Ibn al-Azraq says. 


“Mayyalariqiîn remained in Roman hands for a long 
time, 4.e. until Kisra Qubãdh b. Fairüûz invaded Diyar 
Bakr and Diyãr Rabî'ah and captured them together with 
Mausll, Naşibîn, Amid, Mayyãfãriqîn, and Dãrã in the 
year of Prophet Muhammad’s birth, 4.e. 53 years before 
the Hijah. Having captured those lands, Kisra Qubaãdh had 
a big town built between. Fãris and al-Ahwãz, for the 
purpose of resetting his captives here. He named the 
town. Aber Qubãdkl which in my time, says lbn al-Azraq 
was known. as al-Rustãq al-A. ‘la. ‘These lands remained 
under the Persian rule until the time of Kisra b. Farüiz 
a very kind and just emperor, who was attacked by the sur- 
rounding kingdoms and suffered a defeat from the Roman 
emperor Haraclius in 4.E. 6 


When comparing the two above versions relating t0 
the same subject one comes to the conclusion that although 
Ibn al-Azraq used al-Dinawarî’s description as the source of 
his information, he made no attempt to copy al-Dinawarî's 
words in. full. He merely summarized the whole citation. 
and used his own words and style when describing it in 
his manuscript. (%) 


(1) See al-Aklkbãr al Tiwãl p. 97 and 99. 
(2) Ses Or. 5, 803 fol. 124-0. 
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having built a town between Fãrls and al-Ahwãz which he 
called after his name Aber Qubãdkh but which had later on 
been renamed as al-Rustãq al-A. ‘la had the captured inhabi- 
tants of Mayyafãriqn and of Ãmid resettled there. 


When Hurmuz became the King of Persia, says al-Dinawarî 
he contributed a great deal towards establishing the equality 
of men and he enrfleavoured to raise the standard of the poor 
class. Hurmuz ws well known for his success in what- 
aver he would undertake. He had never suffered a defeat 
or fal' ure, He spent most of his time away from al-Madaã’in, 
traveling between al-Sawãd in the winter and Mah Qubadh 
in the Summer. Hurmuz was very fortunate up to the 11th 
year of his reign, from which time onwards his fortune’s 
wheel had turned against him. Thus in the 11th year after 
his accession, all his adversaries seemed to strike at once. 
Hrom the East, the Skhahanshaãh of the Turks attacked 
Hurmuz’s lands and having crossed the Persian frontier 
took possession of Hurmuz’s territory as far as Herat and 
drove away the King’s Governors. Simultaneously, the 
King of Roman Empire launched his attack from the 
West, and having reached Nasibîm. endeavoured to re-take 
lt together with other, formerly, Roman lands, such as 
Amid, Mayyãfãriqîn. and Dãrã. The King of al-Khazar 
attacked Persia from the North. and traversed the Persian 
terrıtory as far as into Adharbaijãan. That was the last 
straw for King Hurmuz, and he had no other alternative 
but to approach the King of the Roman Empire and seek 
reconciliation. Having succumbed to the King’s terms 
whereupon King Hurmuz was obliged to return to the 
Roman Empire all the lands of which the Romans had been 
deprIved by his late father Qubãdh, he signed a truce with 
the Roman King. 
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have been preserved till this day, in distant lands and there- 
fore are almost out of our reach, as is the case with the 
Syrian book called the “Tagsh‘îth’’ which is supposed to be 
at the Malekite Church in Mayyafariqîn. 


J have end avoured to Verify most of the questions re- 
ierred to by Ibn al-Azraq in his History of May yafariqin, 
wherever the books in question were available, and I have 
found thal he had used them as they were without any 
alterations to their true meanings. 


1t is very dificult to determine how Ibn al-Azraq had 
used the information from those books which are now avail. 
able, as is the case with ‘““Kitãb Baghdad”, ‘““Kitãb 
al-Maugil ’’ ete., but one can assume that he had used them 
on. the same lines as he did his other sources of information. 
As regards other sources mentioned by our Author it oan be 
noticed that he adopts different attitudes in using various 
quotations. Sometimes he desoribes an event almost entirely, 
in his own. words and then at the end of his cClescription he 
casually mentions that he had found the statement in ques- 
tion in a certain, reference book. In this case he does not 
quote the author’s words, but merely substantiates his version. 
At other times, be quotes the actual words of the author 
referred to. 


Here are two examples which illustrate the above con- 
clusions referred to by Jbn al-Azrag,. 


In his description of Qubãdkh, the King of Persia, and 
his conquest of the Diyãr Bakr and Mayyafãriqîn, the author 
writes in his book al-Akhbãr al-Tiwãl as follows :— 


Qubaãdk, having mobilised his army, set out to conquer 
the Roman lands. On his way be seized, Mayyaãfãriqîn and 
the whole of Diyãr Bakr, capturing their inhabitants, and 
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THE USE OF SOURCES BY IBN AL-AZRAQ 


A. careful study of Ibn al-Azraq’s works leads the reader 
to the conclusion that all of our Author’s statements came 
from reliable sources of varied nature. 


Sometimes Ibn al-Azraq’s nature of information, is Some- 
what obscure, for having firnished the description. of a 
certain. even, he merely says that il was based on some 
historical books, but he does not indicate the titles of the 
books in question or the names of their authors. At other 
times he is more exact and given the name of the author 
and. the title of the book which he had used as the source 
of information, as in the case for instance in his description 
of the fighting between the persian Empire and the Muslims 
in the time of ‘Omar b. al-khattab. () 


Being a very keen scholar, Ibn al-Azraq had a consider 
able amount of knowledge at his disposal. Thus in the 
course of creating his work dealing with the history of 
Mayyafariqin he able to draw bis information. from. various 
well-known historians, Geographers, Commentators, and 
Literati, such as Ibn Abî Tahir Taifûr in “Kitab Baghdad”, 
al-Shimshaãt1 in. “ Kitãb al-Mauşil ’, Ibn Qutaibah in ‘“ al- 
Ma'arif ” and “‘ÛUyûün al-Akkbãr”’, al-Dinawarî in “ al-Akhbãr 
al-Fiwal”, Abü al-Faraj al-ٌ Işfabãnî in Kitãb al-Ahganî, etc. 


Sometimes il is impossible to trace the books that Ibn 
al-Azraq refers to, as they have gone astray in the course 
of years, like, Kitãb Baghdad (3), Kitãb al-Mausil, while other 
books which he mentions as being his source of information 


(1) See Or 5, 803 fol. 2a and the Arabio part Pp. 20. 


(2) This work has survived in the YIth volume, can be found a the British Museum 
ander Or. 23318, 
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IBN AL-AZRAQ AND AL-WAQIDî () 


When mentioning the death of Imãm Malik, 1bn al-Azraq 
quotes the words from al-Waãqidî in his book “Futüh 
al-Sham. ”, in which al-Waãqidî says that Imãm Malik died 
at the age of 90. (2) 


f pn a 


(1) Abû ‘Abd Allah Muhammad b. Waãqid al-Wãqidî, was s very learned man. He 
wrote several wellknown works — “ Kitab al-Riddah, Fûtuh al-Şjaãm, and others. He 
held the post of Qadiship, frst at BaghldÃãd, and then at ‘Askar al-Mahdi, He was born 
in A.H. 130 (A.D 747) and died on the 11th of Dh1 al-Hijja 4.E. 207 (April a4.D. 803). 

See Ibn Khalikkãn, Vol. 1, p. 14Û 


(2) Or. 5, 803 fol. 92 b, 
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IBN AIL-AZRAQ AND ABÜ AL-FARAJ AL-AÃşFIHANÎ (2) 


When writing about the Caliph Yazid b. Mu‘ãwiyah's 
death and its cause, Ibn al-Azraq quotes the words of Abü 
al-Faraj al-Aşfihãnî tom “ Kitãb al-Aghanî”, saying that 
where Yazid, one day indulged in drink, he lost his balance 
and fell on his head, injuring his neck so seriously that he 
died without regaining consciousness. There had never been 
in the whole history of Ommayyad family a more cruel or 
ignorant man than Yazid. His countless vices were beyond 
description . (%) 


IBN AL-AZRAQ AND IBN AL-DEAJ ARÎ (3) 


When lbn al-Azraq writes about the Caliph Mugtadir 
he quotes a story from Ibn al-Shajarî’s History about the 
incident which took place one day, when. Müsea al-Khaãdim, 
the right hand of the Caliph, presented the latter with the 
top part of a fish larger in size than a human being and 
weighing 7,000 Iraqian pounds. (%) 


(1} Abû sl-Faraj ‘Alf al-Riusain Al-'Isfahënî was a member of the tribe of Quraiash. 
He was a descendant of Marwën b. Muhammad, the last of the Ommayyadû Caliphs. Al- 
"Aşfihãnî was born in Asfihãn in the year 287 A.E, (897 A.D.) and he died at Baghdad on 
Wednesday l4th Dlû al-Eijja 85 A.E. (967 A.D.) s.e. the year when the two famous 
scholars and three great princes expired. Although born. in ’Işfahãn, al-Işfahanî spent most 
of his life in Baghdad, where he distinguised hismıself as a brilliant soholar and author of 
that City. His main wore : Kitãb al-AÃghãnî Kitab al-Diyãvat, Kitãb Ansabþ Bani Haghins, 
Kitab Ayyam al-'ÃArab, and many others. 

Ibe Rhallikên, Vol. I, p. 481. 


Al-ÃAghanî, Vol. I, pp. 22, 30 and 31 (Cairo 1927). 


(2) Or. 5, 803 ful, 61b. 


(3) Al-Slajarî Abû al-Sa’ãdãt Biba Allah, generally known. as Ibn al-Shajar! was born 
in Baghdãd in the month of Ramajan, 450 A.E, (Oob. 1058 A.D.) and he died on Thurs- 
day 26th of Ramadan 542 A.E,, and he was buried in his house at al-Karkh. He became 
a distinguished grarımarian and philoger, Among his best known works is kitãb al-Amkli- 
most useful. 


Ibn. ğhallikãan, Vol, I, p. 241 (ed. Cairo 1298). 
(4} Or. 5Š, 903 fol. 108a, 
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IBN AlL-AZRAQ AND AI-SÃBÎI (%) 


When talking about the Caliph al-Qãdir, Ibn al-Azraq, 
based his information on the statement taken from Ibn 
Hilãl a]-Sabi’ ’s History, which said that the Caliph al-Qadir 
was paid homage with some delay, or. Wednerday the 13th 
of Rabî I, in the year 382 A.E. (%. 


IBN AL-AZRAQ AND AL-ŞÛLîÎ (*) 


When talking about the wealth and greatness of the 
‘Abbãsid dynasty in the time of the Caliph al-Mutawakkil, 
Ibn al-Azraq based the description on the statements taken 
from Kitãb al-Awrãq by al-Sülî. In this he said, ‘““ When 
the Caliph al-Mutawwaklkil had bis son creumcised, he gaye 
a splendid party, such as had never been known belore. 
Its spledour and extravagance were beyond human imagina- 
tion. The only occasion when the pageantry was epual to 
the above was when the Caliph Ma’ mîn was married to 
Burãn, the daughter of al-Hasan b. Sabl.’” (*) 


(1) Ghars al-Ni'mah Abü al-Hssan Mukammad b. Eilãl Al-Şãb’ was an exceptionally 
gifted historian. He composed some useful worl suck. as, al-Ta’'rikh al Kabîr, & very Yalua- 
able and precise work, and others, 


See Ibn Khallilãn, (ed. Cairo 299 Vol. II p. 207). 


(2) Or. 5, 803 fol, 128a, According to Ibn sl-Azraq's vorsicn, ib was in the month of 
Ramuadûîn 38Î 4.E. 


(3) Aiuhammad b. Yahya, generally known as Abû Bakr al-S$ûlî, was one of the most 
brilliant and aocomplised scholars of this time. After having boon he Caliph al«Redi's 
preceptor, be became ore of his olosest frionds. He was the author of some wellknown 
worl suoh as, Kitãb al-Wuzarã’, Kit4b al-Awrad, Kilêb Adab al-Kateb, and many others. 
Abu Bakr al-Şûl1 died a al-Başrah in the year A.H. 335 (4.D. 940). 


See Ibn Rhallikãn, (ed. Cairo 1299) Vol. Ep. 645, 
(4) Or. 5, 803 fol. 1002, 
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al-Khattãb, embraced Islam, thus becoming its fortiwth 
follewers. From that time onwards, the Muslim. were able 
to procalaim their creed publicly without fear of being 
persecuted, as had been the case before ‘Omar’s converslon. () 


IBN AI-AZRAQ, AL"THA‘LABÎ (®), AND IBN ‘ABD AL-WARKHÃB 


Ibn al-Azraq describes In bis History of Mayyafariqîn 
the tyranny and cruelty of the Ommayyads and to surport 
his statements he quotes the words of two wellknown 
‘“Miufassirs” - commentators — al-Tha'‘lab1 and Ibn ‘Abd 
al-Wahhãb, who say that the verse in the Holy Qur’ãn 
saying that it is in the power of the Almighty God to send 
calamities and disasters on those Muslims who deserve 
punishment for their cruel deeds, refers to the tyrannical 
and barbarous rule of the Ommayyads. But, say the com- 
mentators, the Muslim had been spared that punishment 
only for Prophet Muhammad’s sake. (®) 


It is quite obvious that Ibn al-Azraq throughout his 
book praises the Hagshimites, particulary, al-Hasan and 
al-Husain and their father. He was extremely pro- 
Hãgskblınite, and he had used numerous quotations frorn. al- 
Tha ‘labî, Ibn. ‘Abd al-Wahhab, and others, to support his 
statements about the countless virtues of the Haãshimites. 


(1) Or. 5, 803 fol. 15%. 


(2) Abû Ishãq Ahmed b. Muhammad al-Tha' lab! al-Naisãbüûrî. whos was a native of 
Naisãbür was the most able commentator of this time on the Holy Qur'n. Be was the 
author of a number of works along them being one celled “ al-Tafsir al-Kabîr (The Great 
Commentary) and Kitãb al-'Ara' is (The Book of the Brides) which contained the history 
of the Prophets. The dats of his death ia uncertain, one historian giving ib aa 427 A.E. 
(1055 A.D.) and another oon firming thas date, even going so far as to place the month as 
Muharram while a third gives the month as Muharram but the year as 437 A.K. 
(1045 A4.D. je 

See Ibn Kkallakãn (ed. Cairo 299) V. I. p. 26, 


(8) Or. 5, 803 fols. 83. 84a, 
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al-Tiwãl by abû-Hanifah al-Dinawarî. He then goes on to 
say how the lands, such as Diyãr Bakr, Diyar Rabî'ah and 
Mayyaãfariqîn. situated on the border had changed hands 
until they were finally taken over by the Persians in the 
time of Qubadh b. Fairuz when all the lands situated on 
the border between Nasibin and Mosul fell into the’ Perslan 
hands in the year of Prophet Muhammad’s birthday, name- 
ly, 53 years before the Hijrah. ) 


All the above mentioned lands, inclading Mayyafãriqîn, 
remained under the Persian rule until the time of Kisra 
Parwiz b. Hurmuz, when the Rowman Emperor Heraclius 
invaded and conquered those lands in A.E. 6, wbich 
later remained in Roman hands until the Muslim conquest 
in the time of ‘Omar b. al Khãttãb. “That is what I1 have 
read in Kitab al-Akhbãr al-Tiwal by abü Hanifabh al- 
Dinawarî’’, says Ibn al-Azraq, referring to the above 
description. {%) 


IBN AL-AZRAQ AND AIL-WAÃHıIDÎ (%) 


Speaking about the Muslim population in the early 
stages of Islam, Ibn al-Azraq quotes the facts which he 
had found in “al-Wahidî?s Tafsir, saying,” The Muslim 
population numbered 39 until the time when ‘Omar b. 


(1) See Kitãb al-Akhbãr al-Tiwãl p. 68 and Or. Š, 803 fol. 194-0. 


(2) Abû al. Hasan “ ‘Ali b. Ahmed b. Muhammad ail-Waãkidî, the author of the celebrated 
sgommentaries on the Qur’ãn was ths most learned man of his poriodin Grammar and Taf 
gir. He was a pupilof al-Tha‘lab!. He learned the soience of al-Tafsir and hdeed finished 
by surpassing that great master. Ele was the author of many excellent books whose value 
was universally aocepted. ‘These books were frequently quoted and are on the interpre- 
tation of the Qur'ãn Another of his celebrated works was “ Asbãb Nuzûl al-Qurٌ an, 
explaining the reason for the different revolation. Another work was called al-Talıbîr 
and contained an explanation of the excellent names of God, Al-Wabidî died at 
Naisabûr in Jumasda II 468 4.E. (1076 4.D.). 


Ibn Khsllikûn (ed. Cairo 1299), Vo. I, p. 419. 
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well as those who had ruled lt after 1t had becomes an 
independent state, up to the present day, 4.e. 577 A.E. (®) 


In his reference to the virtues of the Hashimite family, 
Ibn al-Azraq quoted the following verses from “Kitab 
Baghdãd” by Ibn Ab! Tahir Tailfür “The descendants of 
the prophet Muhammad are the symbol of (prophecy) 
mercy and wisdom, deprived of all impurity or vice. God 
bestowed upon them. infinite grace, and he ordered every- 
one to obey them. ‘Those who turned against them would 
be banned for ever and would perish in hell. (®) 


Ibn al-4zraq based his description of the Ommayyad 
dynasty on. the information. drawn on the same book 4.e. 
The History of Baghdad. In this he said the Ommayyads 
were wellknown. for thelr cruelty and they only cared for 
the present life, without paying any attention to the future. 
They were eager for nothing but blooshed and looting. (3) 


When lbn. al-Azraq writes about ‘Imam Malik, he algo 
inserts a quotation from the History of Baghdãd by Ibn 
Abî Tahir. He says that ’Imaãm Malik lived in Baghdad 
and. he was one of the four ’‘Imãms, “The governor Jafar b. 
Sulaimãn whipped him till his shoulder blade was torn. off 
and he died in Medinah in the year 199 A.E. agged 85 
and was buried in al-Baqî'. (&) 


IBN AÃAl-AÃAZRAQG AND AÃIL-DINAWARÎ 


When describing the fighting between the Romans and 
the Persians, lbn al-Azraq states that he hal come across 
a, detailed account of those events, in. the book of al-Akkbãr 


(1) Or. 5, 803 fol. 7a-Ù, 
(2) Or. 5, 803 fol. la. 
(8) Or. Š, 803 fol. 830, 
(4) Ibid fol. 95a. 
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IBN Al-AZARQ, Al-DBEHIMSEATI 
AND IBN AۍBî‎ TamıRn TArröÛzr () 


When Ibn al-Azraq decided to write the bistory of 
Mayyaãfãxriqîn he did not intend to dedicate his work to any 
particular Caliph or ruler, but simply wished to write i for 
his own satisfaction. For recording historical facts had been 
rather his hobby than his profession. When embarking on 
this great enterprise he followed the pattern. of his predeces- 
gors, Ibn Abi Tahir Taifûr, the author of “ Kitab Baghdad ”, 
and Muhammd b. ‘Alî al-Shimshãtî, the author of “ Kitab 
al-Mausil ”, dedicated to its ruler named Slaraf al-Daulah 
Qirwãsh, b. al-Muqallid, the ‘Oqailid. “I have recorded 
some facts relating to the rise of Mayyafariqîn and its 
gradual development ”, saye Ibn al-Azraq. “But before 
having done go, I had studied carefully the books of two 
famous historians, namely, Ibn Abî Tahir Taifür the author 
of the History of Baghdad, and Muhammad, b. ‘Al al- 
Shimshãtî1, who dedicated the History of al-iauşil to Its 
ruler Sharaf al-Daulal Qirwãskh b. al-Muqallıd ””. 


“My aim throughout had been to write a history of 
Mayyãfariqîn based on tlhe same lines as the works of the 
two above mentioned historians, I wisled to record the 
rise of Mayyãfãriqîn, who had built it and when, and relate 
all the facts regarding its rulers from tle early start. First 
the Romans, then the Persians and finally tle MIuslims who 
had conquered it in the year 18 4.E.” Ibn al-Azraq 
continues his account. saying, “I am going to speak about 
its rulers during the ’Omayyad and ‘Abbasid Dynasties, 48 


(1) Ibn Ab! Fãbir Taifûr was 6 native of Haghdãd. Fe was born in 204 4.1, (819. 4«D,) 
and diod on ihe 26th Jumûda I 280 A.Ir, lıo was buried in Beşhdãd at tlıe cemotery ol 
Bãb el-Rpim. Foe made hi. name will Iris great work. nuuely, “Kita b Bazlhdid" whiclı 
doseribed the founding of hat City by tle (uliph Abî Jo fur al-Maugşûr and uthur things. 
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As regards Marwãn b. al-Hakam’s rule, Ibn al-Azraq says 
that according to ‘“Kitãb al-Ma'ãrif’’ he is believed to have 
relgned ten months. (1) 


“l[ also discovered in the same book” said Ibn al-Azraq 
“that ‘Abd Allah b. Jafar b. Abû Talib’s death occurred 
AH. 90”, (#) 


Ibn al-Azraq goes on to say that Kitãb al-Ma‘ãrif algo 
mentloned that Marwãn b. Muhammad, the last of the 
Marwãnid Caliphs, met his death at a place called “Abü 
Şir”, a village situated in the province of al-Fayyüm. in 


gyp. () 


When talking about the rise of the ‘Abbãsid Caliphate 
Ibn al-Azrap saya: “In Kitab al-Ma‘ãrif I came across a 
passage which. said that the ‘Abbasid followers qad started 
paving the way for the ‘Abbãsid rule during the reign of 
Marwan b. Muhammad. That state of affairs lasted for 
about four years, and it was only when Marwan b. Muhammad 
was killed that Abû al-‘Abbãs al-Saffah openly declared 
himself a Caliph. ” (“) 


In connection with the rice of Baghdad, Ibn al-Azraq 
says that according to Kitab al-Ma‘ãrif, Abû Jafar al-Mansür 
lay its foundation stone in A.E. 146.’ (5) 


(1) Al-Ma'‘arif p.179 and B.M.MS. Or. 5, 8083 fol, 8a, (According to Ibn al-AÃzraq’s 
vergion MarwÃãn'’s reign lasted only 8 months and 13 days). 


(2) AJ-Ma' arif p. 104 and Or. 5, 804 fol, 72a. 
(3) Al-ÙMa'rif p. 189 anû Or. 5, 803 fol. 82a. 
(4) Al-Ba'arif p. 187 and Or. 5, 803 fol. 82a, 


(5) AJ-Me'aãrif p.192 and Or. 6, 803 fol, 88D, (According to Ibn al-AÃzraq's account 
the building. Bagldãd was begun in Az. 144k.) 
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IBN AI-AZRAQ AND IBN QUTAIBAE (3) 


As wıll he seen in the following lines, Ibn al-Azraq made 
use of the two bocks by Ibn Qutaibah, namely “‘Uyün al- 
Akkbaãr’’ and “al-Ma'aãrif”. He used only one quotation 
fron the “‘Uyün al-Akkhbãr’’, but he made repeated references 
to the latter book. 


When writing about the Caliphs Yazid b. Mu'‘ãwiyah and 
‘Abd al-Malik b. Marwãn, Ibn al-Azraq said, “I have read 
in Kitãb “‘Uyün al-Akhbãr’’ by Ibn Qutaibah that Yazîd 
was born in the year 4.E. 25 and ‘Abd al-Malik is A.H. 16. 


ln speaking about Mu'ãwiyah b. Yazid and Marwãn b. 
al-Hakam, Ibn al-Azraq quotes the words of Ibn Qütaibah 
saying “I found in Kitab al-Ma'ãrilf by Ibn Qutaibah that 
Mu'ãwıyab. b. Yazîd did not make a will before his death 
nor did he appoint his successor”. He only said in the form 
of a poem that the Caliphs after Abü Lailã would be oom 
pelled to contcnd for the Caliphate. (®) 


(1) Ibn Qutaibah Abü Mohmmad ‘Abd Allãh b. Muslim al-Dinawarî waa born in tha 
year 213 A.K, (828 A4.D.). and died in ths month of Dû al-Qi'adh, but there is a slight 
disagreement as to the exaot year of his death, Ib weavers between the years 270 and 
270 A.E. (883 & 889 A.D.). 


There is also a certain difference of opinion as to the place of his birth. Sore say that 
he was born in Baghdãd while others maintain that Kufah was his birthplace. He spent 
most yenrs of his life in Dinawar where he was a well-known judge. Hé as a grammarian 
and philologist and he had written many valuable books such as " Kitãb al-Ma'arlf " 
The iatter had been writton for Abû al-Hasan ‘Ubaid Allãh Yahya b. Khaqan, the 
minister of the “Abbasid Caliph al-Mu'tamid. Abu Muhammad al-Batelyüsi had later 
added a very full aonmentary whioh he called * al-Iqtidab Ji Sharh Adab al-Kitab `". 
Thus making the book all the more valuable, Ibn Qutaibah passed on traditions 
of Ishaq b. Rûãhwaih, Ibû Ishãq Ibrahim b,. al-Ziãdî,. Abû »ılatim, al-Sijistãn to 
thousands of students who attended his lesson in tho moques. He had also read all his 
books, to his eager listeners, His good work was later carried on by kis son Abû Jafar 
Amad, who went to Egypt ih the month of Jumada I, 321 4.E. and was appointed 
a judge there, Eo died in Ëgypt in tho month of Rabî’. I, 322 (ed, Cairo 1299 a.¥.), 
while holdidg his post of Qadiship. See Ibn Xkhallikan Yol. I p. 314 and Bughyat 
al-wu’ãh, by al-Bütî p, 291 ‘Uyûn al-Akhbãr p.p. 12, l4. and 22. ed. Cairo 1930. 


(2) Al-Mu'ãrif p. 179 and Or. 5, 803 ful. 62b, 
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TEE SOURCE OF IBN AL-AZRAQ’S WORK 


Having closely studied Ibn al-Azraq’s work one feels 
that he had based his statements in the large manuscript 
only on facts drawn from very valuable and reliable sources. 


Indeed, Ibn al-Azraq’s manuscript contains some quota- 
tious fom the Holy Qur’ãn and the traditions of the 
prophet Muhammad, Ele also inserted a number of important 
thoughts and statements found in various books of earlier 
historians, geographers, commentators, etc., such as al- 
Shimskhatî, Ibn Abî Tahir Talfûr, al-Baladkurî, Ibn Qutaibah, 
al-Dinawarî, al-ٌ Işfahanî, al-Wahidîi and others. When reading 
Ibn al-Azrag’s work one feels that he gave careful considera- 
tion to his choice of quotations, taking into account not 
the quantity but the quality. But the most valuable, was 
the account of his own travels and experiences which he 
carefully recorded at the time, and later inserted in his 
manusoripts. They are perhaps the most important of all, 
because they give us an account of what Ibn, al-Azraq had 
hirnself seen. and heard, or what {ihe people to whom he had 
spoken had witnessed before him. 


Let us examine some of the more 1mportant sources that 
Ibn al-Azraq used in the course of writing his work. 


IBN AL-AZRAQ AND AIL-BALADEURÎ (%) 

In his description of the battle of al-Qãdisiyah Ibn al 
Azraq used the following quotation from the book of “Futüh 
al-Buldan ” by al-Balãdkhurî. The last night of the battle 
was known as “ Lallat al-Harir.” (%) 

(1) Ahmed b. Yahya al-Balağkurî was & well-known historians, He died in 279 A.K. 
(892 4.D.}). His outstanding work consisted of two famous books: “ Futüh al-Buldãn 
and JInsãb al-Ãghraf ''. Numerous writers made use of those books when writing their 


own works, 
(2) Šee al-Balãdhkuzxî p. 250 and Or. 5, 803 fol, 2u. 
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1b i8 not known where the manuscripts were copied, but 
it would appear that lİiayyãfãriqn would have been the 
most probably place for it. 


and time when the manuscript was copied, as well as the 
full name of the cogqyist. 

I1 have discovered an important thing, and that is 
Ibn al-Azraq died not in 572 A.H. For there is a source 
which confirms the above theory. This can be found at the 
end of the manuscript conaposed by al-Gkazãlî and entitled 
‘“Ihya’ al-ٌ ulm ” (3) 

On. the last page of that manuscript there is an insorip- 
tion made in Ibn al-Azraq’s own handwriting, which reads 
as follows: Ahmad b. Yüsuf b. al-Azraqg read the whole 
contents of this book atl Mayyafãriqîn in the month of 
Rabi' il 572 a.m. He also read it in the months of the 
year 577 A.E. and he copied its whole contents for hiroself., 
He concluded this work on the 26th of Safar 577 A. H.” 


Ibn al-Azraq’s inscription on al-Gkhazal's manuscript 
leads us yet to ar important deduction, in regard to Ibn 
al-Azraq’s date of death. It is the belief that Ibn al-Azrag 
died in 572 A.E. (1176 A. D), because that is the last date 
quoted In his mıanuscripts. It is quite obvious from the 
preceding Jines that our author was still alive in the year 
577 )) A. E. (1181 A.D.) for that was the date he himself 
mentioned in al-Ghazãlî’s manuscript. It is quite possible 
that he lived longer than thal date, but, go far no proof 
had been found to that effect. 


Therefore, if his manuscript ends in 572 A. #. there is 
& gap of at least five years, if not more. Nothing is known 
of the lie or works of our historian during those fixe blank 
years, and we can only hope that the time will come when 
some more facts connected with those years will come to 
light some days. 


(1) Ses Arabio manuscript Cheater Beatby’s Library, Dublin. No. 8376 fol, 238, 
(2) See, photographed, No, 6ë 
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SOME DETAILS RELATING TO 
IBN AL-AZRAQ’S WORK 


I may be asked where and when exactly Ibn al-Azraq’s 
manuscrits were composed and who copied them. 


I is almost impossible to answer these question, as no 
definite clues have been found which would lead to a correct 
answer. Unfortunately, neither Ibu al-Azraqg himself nor 
any of the biographers have mentioned auy dates in their 
records. lt is almost certian that Ibn al-Azraq did not write 
his work in lis youth for he was far too busy at that 
time with his private affairs and various posts he held. 
It seems much more probable that the earlier manuscript 
was, composed in the later stages of his life, (2) and it is 
very probable that the later manuscript was composed 
towards its very end. One thing is absolutely certain, and 
that is, that Ibn al-Azraq’s large manuscript was checked 
by a man called ‘Abd al-Majîd. For, in the course of study- 
Ing Ibn al-Azraq’s manuscripts, I have conıe across a des- 
criptlon. regarding the deposition of every sixth calipl, which 
has been inserted on the margin of the larger manuscript(®). 
At the end of descziption the following words have been 
added, ““ ‘Abd al-llajîd wrote... for the author......”’ the last 
word, though not very clear is however quite legible. 


Unilortunately the words following the nale of the copyist. 
as well as those following tle word ‘Author ” to whom the 
copyist refers seem to have been cut off when the manus- 
cript was belng bound. Ib 1s very probably that the missing 
words would have given us the clue as to the exact place 


(1) It uppoeatrs from & passage found on iolio #40, that tis manuscript was composed 
in the yoar 500 A.E. (IO4 4.D,.) See Or, 6, 310 fol. 94D. 
(2) Or, 5, 803 fol. 167a. 
(2) 
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It also provides information relating to the events which 
took place in the first two and half centuries after the 
FHijah, whereas in the smaller manuscript than period is 
omitted altogether. 


The valuable asset of this manuscript is the table 
attached. at the end of it, Ik has been compiled by H.F. 
Amedroz, giving the pages, lines, and the most important 
events which had been mentioned by Ibn al-Azraq in both 
paanı uscrIpts. 
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1 gives an impression of one continuous chapter. Undoub- 
tediy, the copy had been checked and corrected for it hag 
Some arrows leading to explanatory sentences, while a number 
of words have been crossed out. This copy similarly with 
the other one is full of grammatical, spelling and language 
errors. ‘The first thirty pages are so quite illegible, and 
the dots and vowels hare been completely left out, 


Anyone attenıpting to study ib encounters enormous 
difficulties and must overcome many a stumbling block 
before being able to make out and understand what Ibn 
al-Azraq really said. 


In spite of its many drawbacks, the manuscri].t is very 
Important because it sometimes completes and clarifies the 
events described in the large manuscrir t. (%}) Thus, in some 
ways the two manuscripts are interwoven, 


Jt seems that when Ibn al-Azraq first began composing 
his work, he wrote in the form of a diary, and in the later 
years his early work developed into a great historical record, 
consisting of two parts, namely : the small one compiled 
Some years his death and the large one which he produced 
towards the very end of his life, Having studied both 
manuscr1pi8s, one comes to the conclusion thal the large 
copy i8 definitely much more valuable than thé small one, 
for ls contents depict very clearly the conditions prevailing 
in the later years of Ibn al-Azraq’s life. It gives a very 
detalled account of all the important events their causes as 
well as their outcomes, 


(1) When for instance, Ibn al-Azraq, talks in the large manuscript about the death 
of kbawaja Abû al-Qãsim, he gives the date as 410 A.E. (1019 A.D.) whioh iş impossible, 
as Abû al Qasim’s death took place after the Amîr Naşr al-Darlakh’s return from hig 
journney to take pogsession of Amid, which was in the year 41, 4.E. Indeed, Ibn 
al-Ãzraq oorreots this errror made in the large manusoripl by quoting the date 
415 A.E. in the small oopy. 


See Or. 5, 803 fol. 134 Db. and Or. 6, 810 Yol. 420, 
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or sometimes, they have been altogether omitted, These 
varlous iregularities often mislead the reader and make the 
study of the manuscript a very strenuous and hard task. 


THE BARLIER MANUSCRIPT. 


The smaller or the earlier copy of Ibn al-Azraq's 
manuscripts corsists of 138 folios, 4.e, 276 pages, each con- 
taining 10 lines. The first folio begins with the description 
of Abû Iüsa ‘İsa b. al-Shaikh rule (2) of Mayyafariqîn and 
Amid in the year 255 A.E. (868 A.D.) at the time of the 
‘Abbãsid Caliph al-Muhtadî, The Manuscript ends with 
the description of the rule of al-Sa'1d Husãm al-Dîn the 
Lord of Amid and Mayyãfãriqîn and his son al-Şahib N ajm 
al-Din who contributed a good deal towards the improve- 
ment of his people’s welfare. 


Undoubtedly, the smaller manuscript has gob the fate 
of the large one, as regards its frst and last folios, for like 
its successor it has neither a beginning nor an ending, 


This manuscript contains the same matter as the large 
copy begiuning from 255 A.E. but it varies from the bigger 
one not only in the quantity of pages, but also in their size, 
lts pages sre half the size of the big one. It is written on 
ine yellow parer in black ink, Contrary to the custom, of 
some historians who deal with periods describing everything 
thal had taken place in the given year, lbn al-Azraq's 
manuscript is azranged according to the relgn of the succeg- 
sive caliphs, sultans, princes, etc., dealing with the events 
concernmg the ruler in question only, and omitting any 
other events that nay have taken place at the same tima. 
Although the manuscript consists of three parts, nevertheless 


(1) See pharographed No. 
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Although Ibn al-Azraq’'s work is most valuable from the 
historical point of view, nevertheless, it is far from perfect 
when the language itself is being taken into account. It can 
be safely stated, without the slightest exaggeration, that 
spellng mistakes occurs is very single page of both manus- 
cripts. They are also full of grammatical mistakes which 
made —as [I believe— by the Soribe (7), and sometimes 
the ları. guage used is colloquial (). 


Ibn al-Azraq seems to be very determined to make his 
readers share his personal views. To support his own views 
he often. inserts quotations from various writers, such as 
Ibn abû Tahir Taifür, al-Dinawarî, Ibn Qutaibab, al-Balad- 
hurî, the author of al-Aghanî etc. It is extremely diffcult, 
at times, to read tho manuscript for in various places the 
words and even whole lies have been completely blotted 
out (®). Soınetimes it is impossible to make out the meaning 
with so many words and even sentences missing, and one 
often has to refer to other books dealing with the same 
subject, in. order to find out what Ibn al-Azraq really meant 
to Say. 


One often finds, that the words have wrong punotuation.. 
Hither the vowel or the dots are put in the wrong places, 


(1) It soems that the man who had copied Ibn al-Azraq's manusoripts was one with. a 
very limited knowledge of the Arabic language. It is quite obvious that he did not try 
to understand the meaning of the manuscript, his whole attention being concentrated 
solely on his handwriting, whioh was most elaborate, 


(2) See for instance the Arabic text pp. 127 line 4, 183 line 14-15, 


(3) See for instance. Or, 5,803 fols, 2b, 7b, 25a, 27a, 3la, 334, 350-0, 384, SVa, 40a 
44b-a, 4#a.-b, 60b, 66a-D, 730, 700, 88a, 08a, 96a, 98a-0, 101a, 121a, 1222-0, 120a, 
162a, 165a, 1684, 1682, 1875, 1880, 189a-b, 190a-b, 191a-b, 192a-b, 192a-b, 1904a-b, 
195a-b. 196a-b, 197a, 1980, 199-D, 200-a2-b, (And See the Arabio Text pp. 4, 11, 19, 24,... 


The charaoteristio feature is that the illegible words ooour repeatedly on the 23rd 
line of eaoh page mentioned above, except for the last ten pages. f.4. from p, 190 until 
p. 200 where most of the pages are almost illegible, 
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CLOSE EXAMINATION OF IBN AL-AZRAQ’S 
MANUSCRIPTS 


THE LATER NMIANUSCRIPT. 


Ibn al-Azraq’s wcrk consists of two copies, a large one 
(B.M. Or. 5,803) and a small one (B.M. Or. 6,310). The large 
copy which was the last of the two, contains 200 folios, 
;.e. 400 pages.() Unfortunately, the first few folios of thia 
work are missing (%), and it 1s left for the reader to guess what 
they contaned. Most probably, they dealt with the Prophet 
Mohammad’s life, Abü Bakr’s Caliphate, and the beginning 
of ‘Omar b. al-Khattab’s Caliphate. It is beyord doubt 
thal also some of the last folios of the manuscript are 
missing, for it ends as abruptly as 1t starts. It lacks the 
beginning as well as the endirg. 


The manuscript 1s of a large size, its pages being about 
7" xX ë5”, each page cortainng 23 lines. The book is written 
with black ink on fire yellow paper. Jt is quite obvious 
that while writing 1t, Jbn al-Azraq simply followed the course 
of successive perlods. He had marked tle new paragraphs, 
by writing the titles In large latters. 


After careful ard thorough study of the manuscript 
one comes to the conclusion, that sonıe alterations have been 
nade to it after 1l was written. For, wlille reading, one re- 
peatly comes accross some additional words and phrases written 
on the sides of the pages, with arrows pointing to the place 
where they belong to, or else, some sentences have been 
completely crossed out. (%) 


(1) Aotually there are 200 folios, but the last nine’ folios have nothing to do with 
Ibn al-AÃAzraq’s history. Eight of them deal with the bistory of the Caliph al-Ma’ mûn, 
and the ninth contains oomments on the significance of varicus dreams, 

(2) Eee photographed No. J 

(3) See for instance Or, Š, 803 fols. 20, 10b, 13%, 160, 22b, 27a. 302, 88a, 60a, 122a, 
1670, 177a, 194b, and 200.0, 


س 5[ سس 


lt is beyond doubt that every word which Ibn al-Azraq 
had recorded on paper, was as good as an official docu- 
ment, for he was one of the most trustworthy and reliable 
persons of his period, 


Ibn al-Azraq devoted part of his work to the descrip- 
tion of the, history of Mayyafãraqin, both before and after 
Islam. He described the more outstanding events which 
hed taken place Fı eginning from the rise of Mayyaãfãraqîn, 
all through the Persian and Roman domination and the 
Muslim rule. He had giren us a very detailed account of 
the Muslim conquests of Mayyaãfaraqîn, describing each one 
separately and stating whether it had entailed bloodshed or 
had been accomplished peacefully. In doing so, he had 
been obliged of course to reply on the accounts of some 
historians of those days, 


It is from Ibn al-Azraq’s work, that we learn of a whole 
succession of ruler, who governed Mayyaãfãriqîn, from the 
ime of the Muslim conquest. He gives particular pro- 
minence to the Marwãnids and the Artuqids, describing 
the merits of each ruler separately. 


He does not forget to mention the famous mosques and 
buildings in Mayyãfãriqîn, and he gives a very full account 
of the prominent personalities who had lived and died in it, 
giving the dates of their deaths. He algo enumerates the 
constitutions through which Mayyafaãriqîn had passed at 
various stages under the independant dynasties, ¢.e. the 
Hamdãnids, the Marwãnids, ete. 
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Therefore, every detail contained in his description 18 
genuine, All the more so, because at the time of his writ- 
ing, Ibn al-ÃAzraq held a very ligh pcst In the governmerıt 
and was greatly respected by the Islamic community. 


As has been mentioned in The Histiûry of Mayyãf ariqîn 
Ibn al-Azraq held many 4 .-responsible post in lis lifetime, 
and he eyen took - over the. pcst of the administrator of 
endowments, which had previously been held by his grand 
fathcr, ‘Alî b. Yûsuf b. al-Azraq,. 


Thus he held the offce of “Mutawalli ishraf al-Waqf ” 
1.e. superintendant of chaxitable property, outside Mayyaã- 
fãriqîn in year 643 A.E. (1148 A.D.) (), and at Mayyafaıiqin 
itself in year 562-563 A.E. (1166-1167 A.D.). In the same 
year on the 10th of Dkü al-Qi'dah 563 a4.m., (17th August 
1168 A.D.), he was appointed to a similar post aî Damascus (), 
by the Chief Qadi, Kamal al-Dîn al-Shahrazürî. 


In fact our author travelled a great deal. He visited 
many towns and Countries such as : Syria, Mesopotamia, 
Iraq, Persia and learging different Customs and Traditions 
of various Countries, and he got to know their ways and 
manners. 


‘He came into close touch with Caliphs, their sons, Kings, 
Sultans, . Scholars, Ministers, Qadis — J udges—and great 
government officials in different countiies. He took the 


opportunity to visit some mosques and tombs of various 
salnts and governors, and ““ Walig ” 


He was most particular about writing down all the in- 
formation he had gathered on his journeys and recording 
all the facts which he had seen with his own eyes. 


(1) Or. 6, 603 fol, 174a. 
(2) Ibid 101d, 
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Arslan, having fallen into a trap, was arrested and taken 
bo Qal't al-Moşul and imprisoned there. 


The above incident described by cur author based on 
the personal information of the Chief Qãdi Kamãl al-Dîn 
al-$hahrazürî (^) who had been present with Zankî until 
the latter’s assassination, and who furnished our author 
with his first hand information in the year 544 A,E. during 
his visi o Maugil (%) 


(1) A1-Qaqi Abû al-Fadl Muhammad Kamãl al-Dîn. al-Skahrazûrî, was born in Yosul 
in he year +492 4.¥&. (1098 A.D.) He was a jurist by profession, and a poe and writer by 
vocation. He was extremely wise and an expert on. both intrenal and external affairs of 
the state. Ie studied jurispurdence in Baghdãd with professor As'ad al-Mihi and pro» 
fesşor abû al-Barakat Muhammad. al-Maugili waa his turor in the “ Hadith ’*. He filled 
the Qadiship in Mauşil, and he had a sohool built there, for the Shafl'ites. He also had a 
“* Ribat ’’ built in al-Medina. Kamãl al-Din al-Skhahrazûrî nappened to be in Qal'at 
Ja' bar ab the time when ‘Imad al-Din Zankî has assassinated. Taj al-Dîn Abû Tabir 
Yahya KamÃl a1-Dîn's brother was alro with him, When Saif al-Din Ghaz! succeeded 
his father, ‘Imad al-Dîn Zankî and beoame the ruler of Mausil, he entrusted all the 
afîuirs of the state to the Qaqfi Kamil al-Dîn and his brother Taj al-Din Ghazî complete 
confidence had on. Saif al-Dîn Qlazî’s orders been arrested and imprisoned in Qal'at al. 
Moşul. Ib was notuntil the ‘Abbasid Caliph Muqtafi had intervened on their behalf, that 
both Kamal al-Dîm and his brother Taj al-Din were allowed to return to their homes, 
but had still been detained under house arrest. When Saif al-Dn Ghazî had died, 
and his brother Qutb al-Din Maudud became the ruler of Mogul, he had ordered 
immediate release of the two prisoners, and again KamÃãl al-Din and Taj a1-Dîn had 
returned to their previous appointments in the government, In the year 550 A,E. 
(1155) a.D. The Qadi Kamaãl-Dmn had left Moşur for Damascus, where he joined the 
Government service of Nûr al-Din Mahmmüd b. Zankl. In the time of Nûr al-Din 
Mahmmüd, #.e. in the month of Safar, 555 4.E. after the diemessal of Zakiy al-Din, the 
Qadî Kamãl al-Dîn had reached the highest post he could wish for, and became , a 
minisîer, morover, he was entrusted with such powers that he in faot, became the 
real ruler of Syria. Even when. Salãh al-Dîn the Ayyûbt suooeeded Nûr al-DIn Mabhmmûüd 
after his death, Kamãl al-Din had still retained his high position. Having suoh absolute 
powers, kamãl al-Din appointed his son. the Qadi Mubyi al-Din to be the ruler of Aleppo, 
and he made his nephews the rulers of Yarious towns in Syria. Kamal al-Dîn hadî twice 
played the role of a mediator, Once between the Government oflaugll and the ‘Abbasid 
court, on behalf of ‘Imad al-Dîn Zankî and again, when he resided in Damascus during 
the period of Nûr al-Din and the Caliph Muqgtafi, he was asked to ao as one between the 
courts of Damasous and Bagjdãd. He was over 80 years old when be died at Damasous 
on Thursday the § th of Muharram 572 A.E. He was buried on the mountain Qasyun. 

Ses Or. 5, 803 fols. 1710-.172a, and Ibn Khallikãn. (ed. Cairo 1209 4.E.) Vol. I 
pp. 607-99. 


(2) Or. 5, 803 fol. 1715a. 
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latter to the ruler of Qal‘at Jabar urging him to surrender 
and. promising him in return, plenty of money and fiefs 
—Iqtã's—should, the ruler, however, reject this offer, then 
Amîr, Hassãn al-Manbiji was to warm, the ruler that Zankî 
would hold the town. Under seige indefinitely till its oc- 
cupants were compelled to surrender, and then the fate of its 
ruler would be most pitiful. The ruler of Qal'ãt Jabar 
refused, however, to accept the terms presented by Amir 
Hassan. The Amir questioned him, “Who is going to protect 
you and defend Qal'ãt Jabar ?'’* Whereupon the ruler 
aıswered, ‘““ The same one who protected you from the Amîr 
Balak,” Having failed in his mission Amir Hassãn returned 
to Zankî and, indeed on the 15th or 9th of Rabî' II 541 A.E, 
Jankî was assassinated by some of his servants Mumlîiks, 
Immediately after Zankî's death his former servants hurried 
to Qal'ãt Ja'‘bar rejoicing and shouting the news of Zankî's 
. assassination. Meanwhile Zankî’s former army had split 
in two, one part headed by his son, Mahmud Nûr al-Din 
gomg to Damascus. In the meantime Alp Arslan, decided 
to sirike while the iron was hot, and proclalm himself the 
ruler of Mauşil. Consequently, most of his soldiers swore 
allegiance to him. 


Jamãl al-Din, who had been a faithful minister in the 
late Zankî's Kingdom, was determined to preserve the rule of 
Mauşil for the late Zankî's descendants, Thus, camcuflaging 
his real intentions, he went together with cther ligh 
officials to Alp Arslan's tent (camp) to express their loyalty 
to him. The celebrations being over, the army started off for 
Alauşil with Alp Arslãn at the head of it. By the time they 
reached Sinjar, Saif al-Din, having previously received a 
word from Jamãl al-Dîn, and others, urging him to speed 
up bis journoy from Shalrazûr, arrived in Moşul, whence 
he had sent his soldiers to arrest Alp Arslãn. Thus Alp 
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whom. he had for thal purpose assembled in a cellar. 
Thus, there would not be anyone left eligible for the 
Caliphate. Rashid’s plot had not, however, been carried 
cub as then came the news of Zankî?’s fight to Mogul and 
the Sultãn Mas‘üd’s arrival. Whereupon Rãshid together 
wilh the Chief Qadi Sharaf el-Dîn al-Zainabi and others ran 
away to Jon Zankî at Mauşil. While the above described 
events were taking place, Ibn al-Ãnbã‘'ri, as he himself had 
related to our author, had reached Baghdad together with 
his companions and having given the required guarantee 
had. informed Abû ‘Abd-Allãh b. al-Mastazhir about it, and 
having got his consent to accept the guarantee for condition, 
had duly informed the Sultãn, who immediately fixed the 
date for the ceremony of homage. They were obliged how- 
ever, to procure a good enough reason for dismissing the 
' legal Caliph Rãgkid, before ofûcially proclaiming Caliph 
"Abü ‘Abd-Allãh. Whereupon, they procured evidence that 
Rashid was given to drink, this grave accusation constitut- 
Ing a strong enough reason for Rãghid’s dismissal, Conge- 
quently, the ceremony of homage to the new Caliph Abû 
‘'Abd-Allãh was carried out and on. the recommendation of 
Ibn al-Anbã'ri the title of Muqtafi was bestowed upon him. 


Ibn al-Azraq also based the narrative of the assassina- 
tion. of ‘Imãd al-Dîn Zankî during bis siege of Qal'at 
Jabar and the accession of his son, Salf al-Dîn Ghãzî, on 
personnal informations (). 


He describes how Zankî besieged Qal'at Jabar in the 
year 541 A.E. (1146 A.D.) and how taking advantage of the 
life-long frindship which existed between the ruler of Qal'at 
Jabar and Amîr Hassan al-Manbijî1, Zankîi had sent the 


(1) Or. 5, 803 fols. 1716, 175a. 
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Rashid, the late Caliph’s son was the only legal suocessor 
to the Caliphate and that according to tradition he was 
U. liph already, the Sultan strongly disapproved of thik, 
saying that Rashid, like his father was very hot-tempered 
and likely to revolt. He said that a Caliph should keep to 
religious matters only, and in his opinion, an elderly ‘Abbasid 
of high prestige would be an ideal candidate and he Suggest 
ed Harün the son of the Caliph Muqtadi, who in view of 
his old age would be quite harmless. When, however, be 
axpressed a wish that a guarantee for the behaviour of the 
person chosen should be given, the vizier Sharaf al-Dîn al. 
Lainabî rightly answered that under the circumstances, if 
would only be fair to leave the choice of a Caliph to them. 
Whereupon the choice fell on the vizier’s son-in-law Abü 
‘Abd Allãh b. al-Mustazhir. The Sultan approved of the 
choice and they immediately left for Baghdãd in the year 
530 A.H. (1135 A.D.). They decided, however, to keep 
Abû ‘Abd Allãh’s appointment secret for the tima being, 8o 
a3 o prevent any attempt on the Caliph’s life, 


Then Ibn al-Azraq gives a very clear picture of the 
events that followed. He doscribes how, Rãsbid — the 
already proclaimed Caliph had plotted against the Sultan 
Mas ûd. He goes on to say that Caliph Rashid had pro- 
mised to ‘Imãd al-Dîn Zanki the post of “Atabek ” if the 
latter succeded in procuring the Sultanate for Alp Arslan 
tle son of Alas‘ûd’s brother Mahmûd. Consequently. Zankî 
proceeded to Baghdad. but was compelled to retreat before 
las‘ üd’s overwhelming superiority. On hearing the news 
and realising that his fall was inevitable, Rashid had order- 
ed his chamberlain Zain al-Daulah Abû al-Qãasim ‘Alî 
al-Şãhib (}) to kill all the members of tle house of ‘A bbãs, 


n 


(1) Qr. ë, 803 fol, 166}, 
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Ibn al-Azraq gives a vivid and detailed deseription of 
the conflict (") between the Sultan Mas'ûd and the ‘Abbasid 
Caliphs Mustarshid and Rãshid, their deaths and the accession 
of the Caliph Niuqtaf. Ibn al-Azraq had based his descrip- 
tlon on the first-hand information which he was able to 
get from Ibn al-Anbãri who was an eye witress as well as par- 
ticipant in the case at the same time. Therefore, Ibn 
al-Azraq’s account is fuller and more detailed than that found 
in some other books (?). He devotes a good deal of space 
to the campaign which the Caliph Mustarshid had started 
against tho Sultan Mas‘üd, not withstanding the waıning 
given to him by the Vizier Sharaf al-Dîn al-Zainabi who 
tried to withhold the Caliph by citting the fatal move of 
al-Husain b. ‘Alî b. Abü Talib fıom Mecca to Iraq. 


The Caliph, howevei:, had remained unconvinced saying 
that he would rather stake his life than prove to be a 
coward. Acco:ding to Ibn al-Azraq’s opinion which he says 
was shared by many at that time, Masûd was respon- 
sible for the assassination of the Caliph Mustarashid 
while under arzest in Sultan Mas‘üd’s Camp. I seems 
very likely, says Ibn al-Azraq that Masûd had acted on 
his Uncle Sultan Sinjar’s advice and at the instigation of 
Dutays b. Sadaqah the Caliph’s bitter enemy. Ibn al-Azraq 
then desciıibes how according to Ibn al-Anbãri’s words the 
latter was released from his prison-cell together with other 
ımpiı1soned advise:s of the late Caliph Mustarshidl and sum- 
moned by the Sultãn Mas'‘üd, in order to be questioned as 
to thelr views and intentions regarding the Caliphate, now 
that the Caliph Musta:.ashid was dead When the prisoneis 
exp: essed thelr opinion which quite obviously indicated that 


(1) Or. 5, 803 fols. 104a-107a. 
(2) e for instance Ibn al-Atlîr Vol. II pp. 14-17. 
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the biography of each Caliph and the prevalling con- 
ditions of their lands respectively. He then continues 
with. the ‘Abbãsid Dynasty, givmg particulars about the 
Caliphs and their ministers, as well ag high governemnt 
officials, and describing the rise of different states such ag 
ithe Hamdanide, the Seljûks, the Marwãnids and the 
Artuqids, in various countries like Syria, Iraq, al-Jazirãh, 
Axrmeniah, Persia and many others. 


Ibn al-Azraq has won the admiration and respecb of 
his readers, for he has gone into most meticulous details 
on. his endearour to give his readers a very clear picture 
of the relations which prevailed between the newly created 
states, as well as of their attitude towards the ‘Abbasid 
Caliphate and vice verge, 


He also gives a full account of the relation between 
both, the Caliphate as well as the Muslim states, and the 
foreign powers, suoh as: the Roman Hmpire, the Fatimid 
Caliphate in Egypt, and the Caliphs of Spain. 


Ibn al-Azraq, has given particular prominence to the 
political and social events which took place duıing his life- 
time 2.e. the whole of the sixth century after the Hijrah. 
This part of his woık is indeed most valuable, because the 
facts descıibed in it aıe not based on vague reports fom 
the past, but a:e the the first-hand accounts of what Ibn 
al-Azraq had either witnessed himself or what his contem- 
porari^rs had seen with their own ej"es. 


{here are ample evidences in the History of Mayyafaıiqîn 
to show that many facts degoribed in it are based on what 
Ibn al-Azraq had either witnessed himself (") or what his 
contempora: lies had seen with their own eyes. 


(1} See pp. 42-4 (Ibn al-Azran's init ko Georgia). 


7 


for the Caliph and the Sultãn. He also made sure that no 
one else but the Muslims should enter the bath of Ismaîl 
at Tiflis. 


, The Muslims were also treated. most leniently where 
taxes were concerned. Thus, while Georgians were treated 
at five dinars per head and Jews at four, the Muslims had 
to pay three dinars only. 


Ali the above regulations were still in force during our 
historian’s visit to Tiflîs in 548 A.E. (1153 A.D.) “King 
Demetrius ’”, says Ibn al-ٌ’Azraq “had followed in his father’s 
footsteps, where the toleration of the Muslim people was 
concerned. ’”. Ibn al’ Azraq was an eye witness himself when 
King Demetrius attended at the Mosque on 4 Friday, taking 
his seat facing the Klatîb and listening eagerly to 
his address. Moreover, on leaving the Mosque, he left a 
generous donation of 200 dinars for the benefit of the 
Mosque. (2) 


We owe a great deal to Ibn al-Azraq for his thorough- 
ness in giving the dates of deaths of various important 
personalities, very often. together with their short biographies. 


Although, as has been mentioned before, Ibn al-’ Azraq 
was going to write a history of Muyyafariqîn only, he began, 
like all the other historians of the Middle Ages both in the 
Bast as well as in the West, with a long introduction, in 
which he gives a very detailed account of the Islamio 
Dynasties before his time, Ibn al Azraq begins his intro- 
duction, with the description of the life of the prophet 
Muhammad and his successors al-Kkulafã’ al-Rãglidîn. 
Further on, he deals with the ‘Omayyad Dynasty, mentioning 


(1) Or. 5, 803 fol. 162, and Or. 6, 310 fol. 104 a-û. 
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“1 believe you are right” said the old man. And, are 
there any of their descendants still alive and dwelling here f ” 
“ Yes’, was Ibn al-Azraq’s reply. 


Having spent the whole day with Ibn al-Azraq the 
visitors departed. Two days later the King and Ibn al-Azraq 
went home. () 


Ibn al-Azraq’s report of his visit to Georgia is most 
valuable because it thrown light on King David’s and his 
son’s treatment of the Muslims. Ibn al-Azraq uses most 
superlative terms when desoribing the attitude of King David 
and. later on of his son Demetrius towords the Muslims. When 
giving an account of his visit to Georgia in the year 548 A.H. 
(1153 A.D.) le says that King Demetrius himself had shown 
him round the battlefeld at Tiflîs where the Muslims 
has suffered a tremendous defeat in the year 5lëŠ A.B. 
(1121 A.D.). Furthermore, our author describes how after 
the battle there was lawlessness and disorder in the cify, 
but it had only lasted three days thanks to King David's 
interference. He did everything to ensure the safety of all 
Muslim mhabitants. His attitude towards the Muslims had 
been very lenient throughout. He issued new regulations 
in accordance with the Muslim laws and Customs. Out- 
standing example being the prohibition of swine slaughter 
in the Muslim quarter of the city. Another vivid example 
of his tolerance was his igsue of a new coin, with the names 
of the Caliph and Sultãn engraved on one side and the 
name of “Allah” and the Prophet on the other, while his 
own. name was inscribed on the border, Furthermore, he 
ensured absolute freedom. for the Muslim practice of religion 
openly, and for their pronouncing the Khutbah on Friday 


(1) This eonyersation is recorded in Or. 5, 803 fol, 640-0, 
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Whereupon the old man replied, “This is our mother-ton- 
gue irom generation to generation, and our women use nO 
other language, but Arabic when speaking to their children, 
go that thelr children may grow to be good Arab citizens.” 


“And how are you getting on here ? ” Asked Ibn al-Azraq. 
“ Very well inîeed.’”’ was the reply. 


“We are self-suppoıting, and this land which stretches 
over 100 square miles belongs to ıs. We cultivate i our- 
selves, grow our own food, ard nobody interferes with us,” 


“This King ” said the old man, pointing to King Demet- 
rius, “and all the other rulers take great interest in our 
welfare and do all they can to help us.” 


After this interesting conversation, the old man, whose 
name was al-Shaikh Muhammad b. ‘Onarãn added ... “ We are 
indeed, the very people who had been defeated by al-Mukh tar 
b. Abü ‘Ubaid al-Thaqafî and fled to Darband. There were 
some other tribes with us, but we have not any idea what 
had become of them.” 


‘The tribes you mention, were chosed by al-Mukhtar al- 
Tha qafî to Moşul and the r:ountalan of al-Jazirh,. There 
they were difeated by Ibrãhîm b. al-Ashtar al-Nakh'1 who 
had been. sent by al-Mukkhtaãr to fight them And so they 
fled to the state, of Mayyafariqin. But again al-Mukhtar 
had ordered a man called ‘Abd Allãh b. Musãwir to follow 
them, and then they were completely defeated and fled to 
the mountain of al Banãsinah (). Those people have been 
living in the state of Sanarîb, the state of the King of al- 
Sanãsinah til this day.’ 


(1) Sze the Arabio text p. 46. 
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“JI am from that village ” said the youth, pointing to 
a village situated on the top of a mountain. 


‘“ Row 18 it that you speak Arabic f” 


‘“ All the people living in my village are Arabs and 
we all speak our mother-tongue.” 


‘“ When did you come to live there ? ” 


‘“ Vy arcestors had. emigrated from their old native land, 
and settled here Ö00 years ago. 


‘“ What particular tribe do you belong to ?” 


“We all originated fıom Banî ‘Omayyah, Kinda and 
other tribes.’ 


‘“ What made you come and settled here f ” 
“I will never answer this ” said the youth. 


“And why may that be ?’’ “I am inclined to believe 
that you are the people who had killed al-Husain, and 
then had to flee from al-Mukkhtãr b. Abü ‘Ubaid al-Thaqafî 
to this Country.” 


‘“ What makes you think go ?”. It has been written in 
books that the people who had fought and killed al-Hugain 
had later been defeated by al-Mukkhtãr al-Thaqafl and were 
forced to seek refuge in Darband.” 


Here the young man departed. But he returned the 
following day bringing with him a group of Arabs. They 
stayed and talked with Ibn al-Azraq for an hour or so. 
Among them was an old man called Muhammad b. ‘Orrãn. 
Ibn al Azraq asked him various questions about the Arab 
population in Darband. He asked about their ways of living 
and how they had settled down and why they did not return 
to thelr mother-land. He also asked how they had managed 
to preserve thelr mother-tongue up to this day. 
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asked Ibn al-Azraq to go and talk to that prisoner and 
question him as to his place of orlgin, eto. Ibn al-Azrag 
promised to do &o early next morning, while in his heart of 
hearts he was determined to beg the King to set the prison- 
er free. But as in all cases, man proposes, ‘““ God ’’ disposes, 
80 in this instance he was prevented from carrying out his 
plan. For, before dawn the King had received news of his 
ruler’s revolt and was thus obliged to leave, taking Ibn 
al-Azraq with him. (*) 


In the year 549 A.H. Ibn al-Azraq went to the city of 
Darband. There he met some descendants of ’Omayyad 
famlly, and other Arab tribes, Their ancestors who had 
been responsible for Abü ‘Ubaid al-Thaqafî Hussain’s death 
and who were later defeated by al-Mukhtãr b. Abü ‘Ubaid 
al-Ihaqaf1 who fled hefore the latter of Darband. They 
gradually bulltl two small towns within about 20 miles from 
Darband and settled there. One day, Ibn al Azraq went 
together with the King and his bodyguard, on a tour, when 
they arrived ab the tower, the King’s son-in-law was await- 
ing them. The King left his bodyguard at the tower and 
went for a stroll accompanied by Ibn al-Azraq. When they 
returned they found some Arab villagers, awaiting them at 
the tower. They had come to pay their homage. 


One of those villagers approached lbn al-Azraq and to 
his great astonishment addressed him in Arabio,. Consequent- 
ly the following conversation ensued between them. 


“ Where do you come from f?” asked Ibn al-Azraq “I 
have never seen an Arab national in this part of the world 


(1) Or. 5, 803 fol. 161b,.,and Or. 6, 310 fol. 103 ab, 
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Judging from the title of Ibn al-Azraq’s manuscript onê 
is inclined to think that they deal with nothing else but 
the History of Mayyafariqîn. After careful study, however, 
one comes to the conclusions that they are in fact an en- 
cyclopeedia of the politics of the preceding periods as well 
as his own period, 4.e. the VIth century after the Hijrah, 
which is most valuable, as all the information regarding 
the latter is based on facts, which had been witnessed by 
the author himself, His work contains the biographies of 
the caliphs, princes, ministers, sulfãns and scholars, dealing 
also with politicos of the individuals and nations. While 
describing some important bistorioal events he gave us the 
very picture of the different customs and manners prevail- 
ing in the numerous countries and towns which he had 
visited. 


Before dealing more fully with Ibn al-Azraq’s manusoript, 
let us examine for instance, the account of Ibn al- Azraq'’e 
visit to Georgia. 


In the year 548 A.H. (1153 A.D.) lbn al-Azraq's went 
to Georgia, There he joined King Demetrius’s service. İn 
the same year he went for a while to Tiflîs. There he went 
to the actual spot where the Muslims bad suffered a defeat 
33 yeara ago in a fieroe battle between the Muslims on one 
side and the Georgian King David’s forces on the other. 


During his stay with King Demetrius, Jbn al-Azraq 
visited numerous places of interest and various towns such 
as înh, Abkhbãz, Darband and so on. One day, when Ibn 
ai-Azraq went for a ride with the King, they drove up to 
a citadel situated on top of a mountain. There they di:- 
mounted and the King told Ibn al-Azraq that a ‘“ musta‘rab” 
of Najm al-Dîn al-Ghãzî’s force was Imprisoned wıthm. He 


THE WORKS OF IBN AI-AZRAQ AL-FARIQI 


Tre HısTORY OF MAYYAFÃRIQÎN AND ÃuıD 


Lhe history of Mayyafariqîn (1) by Ibn al-Azraq a1-Fariqî 
is most valuable and most interesting. Indeed, it might 
be said that il is quite unique. Ib is impossible to appre- 
cliale its real value, unless one has given il most careful 
and deep study. Only then one can realise what valuable 
material 1l contains. 


Ibn al-Azraq’s main purpose was to give future genera- 
tions a most particular and true-to-facts account of the 
history of Mayyafariqîn from the time of its rise until Ibn 
al~”" Azraq’s death. In doing this he followed the example 
of most great writers such as Ibn Abî Tahir Taifür the 
author of ‘“ Kitãb Baghdad ” which contains the description 
of the founding of that town by the ‘Abbasid Caliph Abü 
Jafar al-Manşür, and many others things, and al-Shimshati 
the author of “ Kitab al-Mauşll ’ which he compiled for 
Sharaf al-Daulah Qirwaãsh the ‘Oqailid and extending till 
about 440 A.E. (1048 A.D.) (2). 


(1}) Mayyafariqîn was the most famous town of Diyar Bakr. It has had varlaus narae 
long ago, both Isnlmic and non-Islamic, among the former such names as Dlafûriqîn, 
MafaãrqIîn, Farqîn. The latter was closely related to our historians name, Jbn al-Azraq 
al-Fùriqî. The non-Islamio names were of Syrian, Armenian and Greek origin, The Syrian 
name was Mipherqit, the Greek name was Martyropolis and il has same Armenian 
names, suoh ss Muharqin, Mupharqin and Madûr ŠSãla which means- “ the town of the 
Martyra '" Enoyolopedis of Islam art. Mayyãfêãriqîn, and Mu'jam al-Buldãn, Vol. IVs 
pp. 708-508 


(2) Ses Or. 6, 803 fol. a. 
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Finally, I present Lhe “HurrtoNn”" of tho Marwinid 
Dynasty, an Important Suolion of “'fw’rtlel Mayyifüxricyin "" 
by Jbn al-Azraq al-Farigî, to theo reudors and Jlıistoriung to 
use 1 as an imporlant source in their ntudien, 
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that those authors had referred to the History of Mayyaê- 
fariqîn by Ibn al-Azraq. We have ascerrained this through 
making comparisons and oppositions. After a close examina- 
tion we are definitely convinced that the author of the 
present manuscript is our historian “Ibn al-Azraq 
al-Fariqî ’’ (1). 


(1) See English Seation pp. 44, 46 and öl 
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did not allow myself to add anything to the orignal but 
when tke style required a word or words to be added [1 
did so between brackets (......) and referred to it in the notes 
at the end of thê page. 

In fact, the above mentioned references, anc some others 
of which I1 bave mentiored in the footnotes of this work, 
helped so much, especially, Ibn al-Atkhir, Ms. Marsh 333, 
and Mr’ãt al-Zamãn. 


As to the relation between this manuscript and’ lbn 
al-Azraq al-Fãriqî, there are some proofs which testify that 
there is no doubt that he is the author. 


(1) The only aim for which this manusorip( was composed 
i the “History of Mayyafãriqîn ” and whatever is related 
bo it as mentioned by the author from the foundation of 
this city till his own period %.e., the 6th Century after 
Hijrah. 

And we know no one who has written a book on the 
History of that oiby except Ibn al-Azraq al-FariqI. 


(2) Another proof is the statement of the author himself 
in the manuscript in hand about his grand father and the 
positions he occupied under the reign of Ibn Jahîr in Diyãr 
Bakr and le indicated the name of his grand father a48, 
al-Ra’îs Abû al-Hasan ‘Alî b. al-Azraq though he did not 
metion his own name or his father’s, But the author of Bod. 
Marsh 333 has given us bhe full name as “ Ahmed b. Yüsuf 
b. ‘Alî b. al-Azraq’’ and he algo gave us the name of the 
manuagcript as “ Ta’rikh Mayyãfariqîn and Amid ” (1). 


(3) In the same way with reference to the relation bet- 
wêèen this manuscript and Ibn al-Azraq we have found in 
the references which have been given on that manuscript 


(1) Ses “ Msrsh '’ 333 lols, 70b, 81D. 
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I1 did not want to put down on the footnotes all the 
comments of the comparisons as I1 did not want to fll 
the footnotes with more than necessary. I took the liberty 
هه الارقي واانقسي والفواصل ا1‎ 1 did for the spelling and grammatical 
mistakes. I have followed the modern handwriting and 
referred to all the missing points, which were 
made by the scribe. 


After having prepared the two copies, I proceeded to 
examıme them and compared them with the other references, 
and Î stated the difference between their two texts. 


This task alone has lasted approximately six months 
among which the four summer months of 1954 during which 
Î do not remember I ever stopped my work for a sir gle day. 


When the comparison was over I assumed the task of 
preparing and writing and proved the difference between 
the two texts, by judging and weighing in an appropıia he 
Way, event3 and facts, according to what is mentioned in 
the other books such 4s al-Kûmil-f-al-Ta’rilel, al-Nujüm 
al-Zãhirah (), Wafayãt al A‘yãan, ‘Iqd al-Jumaãn, Kitib 
al-luntazim, and many others. 


Jhen I took up complete the missing points of the 
text by referring to the source from where these were taken, 
or to publ dots between Db: ackets like this (......... ) when it 
was impossible to read the original text because it was not 
clear or 1t was missing and I could not find in the other 
retereıces what could have completed the missing points. 


A great care was giving and no change in the text has 
been performed unless this was mentioned and we mention 
the original version in the bottom. In the same way I1 


(1) The adition of this reference which has been used in this work is (ed, Caiıo 
1933-35 ). 
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Ta’rîkh " t.e., The Marwanid Dynasty (Fols. 121a 160b), 
together with the study of the manuscript itself 


The thesis, therefore, has been divided into two separate 
sections, in Arabic and in English. 


The Arabio Section is devcted to ‘““ EDITION’ of the 
Section on °“ the Dlarwaãnid Dynasty *’. 


The English Section deals with Ibn al-Azraq’s Work. 


THE PROGRAMME. 


1 began my work by collectmg every copy of Ibn 
ai-Azraq’s History which I could get from the different librar- 
ies in the world. I obtained a copy of the two photographed 
manuscripts for myself (Or. 5, 803, Or. 6, 310) as I obtained 
a photographed copy of the Bod. Marsh 333 for comparison 
and opposltlons. 


Here I had to face a problem which one of the two manu- 
scripts (Or. 5Š, 803 and Or. 6, 310) should be the original ? 
It is really a pity that we have no clear proof showing which 
one of the two manuscripts is older than the other. Though 
the small manuscript seems to be older than the large 
one because the two manuscripts al the beginning and the 
end, are missing the pages which usually carry the name of 
the book, the author, the date when il was compiled or 
copled. But I found out that the larger manuscript should 
be the original for 1t contains more details. 


[I have marked the large manuscript with letter “A” and 
the small one with “B’” and the “ Bodleian Manuscript ”” 
witb. “ Marsh”. 


I have began my work by copying the “A” text, and 
then compared it with the original, then, I corpared it with 
copy “B’”, and Î was able to find out the points of difference 
and resemblance between the two manusoripts. 


PREFACE 


Ib was in 1940 that for the first time I have known the 
History of Mayyafariqn and Amid “by Ibn al-Azraq 
al-Faãriqî ” while I was working a research to get the Degree 
of ‘““AL-' ÃALAMIYYAE MAA LAQAB ’USTAzZ’’ in the Islamio 
History. 


The title of my research was ‘‘ the Cormparative Financial 
System in the period of the Caliph ‘Omar b. al-Khattab *”. 


I had wished for a lung time to read and work “Ibn 
al-Azra.q’s History ’’ but I could not find it. 


When I was sent to Hngland In 1949 as a rember 
migsion al its Universities, I found 1t in the '“ British 
Museum ” in London, 


My old desire to work on that Ta’rikh returned to me 


I found out that this work should be the subjeot of my 
research for the Degree of Pg. D. No doubt that “Ibn 
al-Azraq’s History ” is very important, for if is a source 
——ag I have seen—to geveral authors, such as Ibn Khallikãn, 
Sibt b. al-Jawzî, Yaãqüt, Ibn Skhaddaãd, and offered valuable 
information about Mayyaãfãriqîn, as well as the Muslim States 
which had grown and lived in the South of the present 
Russia, and — I think — these detalls are stated only in 
the ‘“ History of Mayyafariqîn ” only. 


As the manusoript is too large and would involve such a 
long tinae to study, I decided with the approval of my 
supervisor that the subject of my thesis would be “EDITION’” 
ئە مدت تحةیق ردراسة‎ the most ımportant section of that 


Studies on Al-Fariqi’s Work 
Together with 


Edition of the Section on the 
Marwanid Dynasty 


Edited for the first time 


From the Manuscripts of Cambridge, 
Oxford and London 


. r gaa mn mn n a r nl a ggg, a E a a a 


ا لمۇلفىن 1 
Š3, 62 and 63‏ 
الإن أزرق 


٠۲ زراره‎ 


ل 
ږ أن () 


و سوب 


صواب | طا صواب 
وآمد(۱) ز يادةيقتضماالسياق | نحذف 
ا لمۇلفىن () ٤‏ ص ٢ ٣‏ ص ١ه‏ 
41—60 الحسن‌اين | السن بن 
ان الأزرق وما حوی ما حوی 
زراره (۳) ول وف 
السیاق اہو بکر ابا بر 
أ والتصو بت والتصو سب 
ان ص ٥‏ ص ١ ۲۹٢‏ 
مدان فى الأصل کا ف الأصل 
وحصل أنغارحاشية ‏ 
جيب ص ۱۲۹ أف الأمل اشن“ 
وماه ص ١۰۹‏ ص ۷۷ ۱ 
يېك ۴۳ ص ۲4۰ ۲ ص ۲۱۲ 
استولی ص ۷۷ ص ۱|۷۷ 
ص ۲۹۱ 46 
ص ۸۷ o j 44 ١|‏ 
| ص ۸۷ 


